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ArT. 1. Some Remarks upon Mr. Chutch’s Vindication of 
miraculous Powers, &c. with an Obfervatiow or two upon 
Dr. Stebbing’s spf iawn juftified, fo far as relates to 
this Subjedt.~ In a Letter toa Friend. By ¥. Toll, M. 
A, Reéior of Dogtnersfield, Hampfhite. Printed for 
Shuckburgh, Price 1's.. 8v0. Nr i 


our firft' volume, p. 296; fome mention is made of 
Mr. Tol?s Defence of Dr. Middleton’s Free Enquiry. 
That piece Was only intended to fhew that the doétor’s 
hypothefis may be true, for any thing Mr. Dodwell has 
faid to the contrary ; but his modefty would not then fuffer 
him to enter fo boldly into the queftion, whether miracu- 
lous powers did, or‘did not, fubfift in the Chriftian church 
after the days of the apoltles, a3 he now does. He here 
ventures to treat the fubject with a more decifive air, but yet 
with that good manners and decency, which, to the fcan- 
dal of our religion, is not always obferved in controverfies 
wherein the authors pretend their main defign to be the 
fervice of that religion: Not reflecting how little ill-nature 
and bitternefs of fpirit, in its profeffors, are calculated to 
recommend it to thofe who ftand in need either of convi€tion 
or converfion. 

It would be abfurd in us to take more notice of that part 
of this pamphlet which relates to Mr. Church’s much larger 
work, than we did of that work when its publication 
obliged us to mention it. See Review Vol. IL. p.. 85. We 
may, however, confiftently enough, give our readers Mr. 
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Toll’s fhort explanation of his motives for reviving this 
controverfy after the death of the great original author 
thereof. 

“© T have, fays he, looked over Mr. Church’s Vindica-, 
tion, and notwithftanding the folemn approbation it has re- 
ceived from a learned univerfity, * muft take the liberty to 
fay, it is far from giving me fatisfaction upon the queftion in 
debate, Whatever learning and good fenfe there may be in 
the book, I cannot avoid thinking it deficient in the main 
article, that of proof. I am not form’d to pay a blind 
deference to the judgment of any man, or body of men, 
whatfoever. I cannot acquiefce in a decifion, however 
formidable, made by numbers, where my. own reafon is not 
fatisfied. ‘Thofe learned gentlemen, by whom freedom of 
thought will ever be efeemed a moft valuable privilege, will 
therefore forgive me, if, for once, I differ in opinion from 
them, and fairly acknowledge that Mr. Church has not 
removed thofe doubts which Dr. AZiddleton’s performance had 
raifed ia my mind—Toremark upon all the particulars of this 
work would be to write a large volume, which it is not my 
intention to do: I fhall only throw together a few general 
obfervations in fupport of my opinion,” 

Thefe obfervations do not carry our author thro’ more 
than 30 pages e’er he quits Mr. Church (after beftowing 
fome very fmart ftrokes upon him) and falls upon Dr. 
Stebbing, on whom his animadverfions give him occafion 
to add 20 pages more to his pamphlet. Of this latter part 
of Mr. Toll’s performance we can with more propriety give 
fome abftraét, as we had a pretty full account of the doétor’s, 
book. See Vol. II. p. 485. Befide, the paflages now ob- 
jected to, happen to be chiefly thofe we had extracted. 

Mr. Toll is of opinion, that it can be of noufe tothe caufe 
Dr. Stebbing is engaged in, viz. The defence of chriftianity, 
to be over hafty in pointing out the advantages which Dr. 
Middleton’s argument may afford to unbelievers. ‘** [ 
fhould think, fays he, it were better to leave this matter 
patiently to unbelievers themfelves : Poffibly, adds he a 
little lower, they may overlook this advantage ; however, 
if they do not, it will be time enough to defend when the 
attack is begun. For my part I declare myfelf quite eafy 
upon this head; and this eafe proceeds not, I truft, from 
any coldnefs or neutral difpofition towards the chriftian re- 
ligion, but from a thorough conviétion that unbelievers will 


™ Mr. Church was complimented with his doétor’s degree for 
this book. 
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not find an inch of ground yielded up to them,. which ever 
way this difpute fhall at laft turn. My reafon is fully fatis~ 
fied and perfuaded, that the gofpel miracles may-as well 
be defended upon the principles of the Free Enguiry, as ever 
they were before; and, if they ftand good, the Chriftian re- 
ligion is out of danger. 

Dr. Middleton had faid, that, tho’ ‘* we have no doubt 
of St. Polycarp’s martyrdom, yet we may reafonably paufe 
at the miracles which are faid to have attended it,” &e. 
Dr. Stebbing afks why an unbeliever may not, by the fame 
argument, go on and fay, ‘* tho’ we admit the narrative 
of the life and death of Jefus Chrift, yet we paufe at the 
miracles which are faid to have béen wrought in his favour, 
either when he was living, or after he was dead, Gc.” Ie 
appears wonderful to me, that a man of Dr. Stebbing’s pe- 
netration fhould put thefe two cafes upon a level, between 
which there is fo wide and apparent a difference. That a 
man may with great fincerity pau/e at the former, and not 
at the latter, I know tobe poffible, becaufe it is the exa& 
fituation of my own mind at the inftant I write this. 
I do indeed doubt of the miracles that are faid to attend the 
martyrdom, &c. but have no manner of doubt concerning 
thofe that are attributed to Chrift and his apoftles. ‘The 
reafon for my doubting of the one, and believing the other, 
Iam going to give you. In the former cafe, the miraculous 
circumftances appear abfurd, ridiculous, and unworthy of 
God, and this their natural incredibility in the balance of 
reafon outweighs all the teftimony upon earth. In the cafe 
of the gofpel miracles there is nothing but what is extremely 
credible, nothing but what might be expected from an all- 
wife and gracious being. 

When the Dr. fays, ‘* that extraordinary or miraculous 
events are, in the nature of them, or as to the poffibility of 
their exiftence, as credible as ordinary ;—that a man’s fenfes 
are to bim/elf as good evidence of a miracle as of an ordinary 
event,” c. All this we agree to; it feems all to be very 
true, but happens unfortunately to be nothing at all to the 
purpofe ; that is, nothing to the purpofe of proving, that 
there is the fame grounds for paufing at our Saviour’s mi- 
racles, as thereis at the ftory of Caffor and Pollux, or the 
miracles faid to have happened at Polycarp’s death. That 
a man’s fenfes enable him to judge of an event above the 
common courfe of nature, as well as what is according to 
it, we do notdeny. Whena man of plain common fenfe, 
of whofe moral character we are well aflured, attefts a fact 
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of this kind, no way improbable in itfelf, we do not object 
to his evidence ; we only object, when the atteftation is to 
a fact improbable ; we object, not becaufe he relates a mi- 
racle, but becaufe he relates an improbable miracle, between 
which, that is, things probable and improbable, human reafon 
will make a diftin€&tion, even where the ateftations are equal. 
Tho’ a faét be ever fo well witnefled, yet, if it implies any 
thing contrary to what we can conceive of God Almighty, 
we are bound to rejeé it; becaufe we have a better affurance 
from our reafon that it is fa//e, than we can have from any 
verbal teflimony that it is trwe. 

It will not, I prefume, be thought foreign to the fubject, 
if I hence take occafion to fay one word’concerning the 
nature of that evidence upon which a miracle in general is 
to be believed. . ‘There feems to be a good deal of perplexity 
among{t writers upon this head, tho’ the matter, I think, 
may eafily be difentangled, and made tolerably clear in a 
few words. We will proceed upon the foundation Dr. 
Stebbing himfelf has laid. ‘* A. man’s fenfes, fays he, are 
to himfelf as good evidence of a miracle, as of an ordinary 
event ;” I would afk, does not this go upon a fuppofition 
that a man’s belief of a miracle is to be founded upon the evi- 
dence of fenfe? Ido not mean that it is requifite for every 
fingle perfon to have the evidence of his own fenfes, and 
that no one is concerned to believe any faé& of this nature 
which he does not fee with his own eyes; No! my mean- 
ing only is, that every miraculous fact, in order to com- 
mand my belief, muft be fupported by the evidence of 
fome body’s fenfes or other. If I was not a witnefs to it 
myfelf, my bufinefs is to enquire backwards from age to 
age, from teftimony to teftimony, till I arrive at fome 
perfon who was a witnefs to it. When this witnefs is found, 
we have then fomething fure and certain to depend upon ; 
but till this work is compleated, we are all in a ftate of 
doubt and uncertainty. You will perceive then the point I 
am endeavouring to eftablifh, is this: That the firft relator 
of a miracle, which is to be depended upon as authentick, 
mutt be an eye-wituefs of it ; he muft not go upon uncertain 
hear-fay, and vulgar “report ; but muft be able confidently 
to affirm, J was my/elf prefent at the tranfaétion, and know 


| at to be true upon the Speen of my own fenfes. If there 


be any defeé& here, like an error in the firft principle, it 
can never be corrected afterwards. It matters not thro’ 
how many hands a narration with this original flaw in it 
pafles, or what the quality of thofe hands may be; it will 


_. gather no frefh fupplies of credit by time, nor will all the 
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learning and integrity in the world recommend it to the 
belief of an inquifitive pofterity. I am under very little 
concern by what name the zealots of our times fhall pleafe 
to dignify me ; they have fair {cope for their cenfure in this 
declaration, that I {hall never give up my faith to a miracle, 
till the full evidence, here infifted on, be produced: for it. 
This is the evidence I require in the matter of bealing by 
the royal touch. Amidft all the rubbifh I have heard or read 
upon this fubje&, I have never met with one inftance of a 
cure, upon which the mind can confidently and fecurely: 
reft, In order to an abfolute conviétion, the fa&t muft be 
proved to me in the following manner. In the firft place, 
I muft be certified that the fubje&t, upon whom this cure 
is pretended to have been performed, was undoubtedly af- 
flicted with a /crophulous diftemper, that he ‘had laboured 
under it fome time, and had tried human means without 
fuccefs. It muft be certified that in this condition he was 
fubmitted to,the touch, and then that a compleat. cure in- 
ftantaneoufly followed without any recourfe to other reme- 
dies. I fay, inftantaneoufly followed, becaufe wherever God 
thinks fit to interpofe by an extraordinary act of power, it 
feems reafonable to conclude, that he heals at once, and not 
by degrees; this being a very obfervable circumftance in 
every cafe of the like nature recorded in the New Tefta- 
ment, that the. patient was immediately made whole. To 
thefe requifites I muft add one more; which is, that he did 
not in a fhort fpace relapfe again into the fame diftemper ; 
becaufe, when.a fick man is miraculoufly reftored to health, 
tis fuppofable, that God effects it by re&tifying the whole 
juices of the body, fo that the perfon fhall be no more liable 
to fall back into that diftemper, than into any other, or 
than any other perfon who has never been troubled with it. 
When an inftance, wherein all thefe particulars concur, 
is Certified to me by fome perfon of unqueftionable credit 
and veracity, who was a witnefs to the whole procefs, then, 
and not till zhen, I drop my pen, and am filent. Norcan 
it be thought ftrange that the exaéteft proof fhould on this 
occafion be demanded, when the moft authentjck relations 
we have left us of the matter, are filled with fuch a variety 
of nonfenfe as is enough to make one fick. For firft, the 
moft ftrenuous advocates of this power don’t know where 
to fix it; like.the pope’s infallibility, fometimes it is in one 
place, fometimes in another, amd fometimes, as it were, di- 
vided betwixttwo. At one time the doétrine was that it 
followed the unéfion, now comes Mr, Carte and tells us, it 
B 3 does 
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does not follow the unéfion, and produces Ch. Lovel as an 
inftance of it. Then, as to the healing ; fometimes the pa- 
tient was quite cured, fometimes half cured, and fometimes 
not cured at all. There is a {tory in the Philofophical Tran- 
faélions, N°. 256. of a Woman, who, being troubled 
with the king’s evil, was fent to London to be ftroaked, in 
Charles the Second’s time, but was never the better, yet 
Greatrakes the Irifh ftroaker perfe&tly cured her, Some- 
times the cure was a vaft while about, and fometimes after 
being compleated, the humours foon broke out afrefh.— 
There is alfo a great deal of ftuff about the piece of gold ; 
if this happened by any accident to be loft, the diftemper 
immediately returned, and as foon retired again upon its be- 
ing found. Some inftances are related of perfons who, tho’ 
never touched themfelves, were perfe€&tly cured by only 
borrowing the gold of a neighbour who had been touched. 
In fuch infinite confufion what is to be depended on? 

Thus I have ventured to lay down a rule for diftinguifhing 
between miracles that are to be received as true, and mi- 
racles that may reafonably be doubted, and am of opinion 
it will bring the prefent controverfy to a fhort iffue. For 
experiment, let us apply it to the two cafes under confider- 
ation, the miracles of the gofpel-age, and thofe of after 
times. We fhall perceive that it will confirm and eftablifh 
the one, ahd fet us free from the neceflity of enlarging our 
creed with the other. Whoever but cafts his eye into the 
gofpel hiftories, will there find a great number of faéts fo 
minutely and circumftantially defcribed, by thofe who de- 
clare themfelves to have been eye-witnefles of thofe facts, 
that, fuppofing them to have been written by the perfons 
whofe names they bear, and to be conveyed down to us in 
the manner they were written, (which is at prefent not the 
queftion) no man who is willing to be determined by evi- 
dence, can entertain the leaft doubt of their truth and reality. 
If we apply the rule to the other cafe, and examine the ac- 
counts left us by the. fathers of after-miracles, we find 
nothing of this nature. Not one of the writers for the firft 
300 years, (the period chiefly infifted upon) not one of 
thefe writers, I fay, upon whofe authority the matter 
folely depends, pretend to any fuch certain and infallible 
evidence. We except ‘the cafe of the Smyrnean letter, 
where the credit that would naturally be due to the attefta- 
tion, we fuppofe to be entirely fet afide by the improbabi- 
lity of the things attefted. Ina cafe attended with fuch cir- 
cumftances, we think a man may honeftly refufe to truft 
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any body’s fenfes but his own. ‘There is no other inftance, 
as I remember, wherein the warmeft of their advocates fay, — 
they have affirmed the reality of a miracle upon their own 
knowledge.—As to the genuinenefs of their accounts, I fee 
no reafon to fufpe& but that they are come down to us in 
as uncorrupted a manner, as the fcriptures themfelves ; fo 
far therefore we admit of an equality: The difference lies 
here ; the authors of the gofpel-hiftory have pofitively de- 
clared themfelves eye-witnefles of the facts they relate, the 
others have declared no fuch thing ; a ground of diftinétion 
that will eternally fubfift, and eternally defy the utmoft 
efforts of the moft fubtle obje€tors.—Upon this fpot I fix 
my foot ; and make no doubt but we fhall be able to main- 
tain the ground againft the whole herd of unbelievers of 
every denomination. Let them make the moft of the no- 
tice here given them; they are welcome to extract what 
advantage out of it they can: It happens that I am not 
under fo great apprehenfions from that quarter as Dr. Steb- 
bing {eems to be; I have at prefent the utmoft contempt for 
their objections, and fha!l trouble my head no farther about 
them, till I fee fomething from their hands that may de- 
ferve a ferious examination. 

After all, fuppofing (not granting) that thefe gentlemen 
have a {mall matter the better of the argument, that vitor 
rather inclines to their fide, in fhort, that they have made 
it fomething more probable that there were miracles after the 
times of the apoftles, than that there were not: What does 
all this amount to? Will this juftify the ftrefs that has been 
laid upon it? ’Tis well known that fome of our ableft di- 
vines think it a queftion of little or no moment. Why 
then is it preffed upon us, as of that certainty, and of that 
confequence, as tho’ a man could hardly be a chriftian 
without believing it? *—-The foundations are fapping—The 
faith of all hiftory muft go along with it —Ridiculous outcry ! 
Be it known there are thofe who will undertake to defend 
chriftianity better without thefe miracles, than moft of the 


worthies who run away with this nonfenfe, are able to do 
with them, 


* Tho’ I cannot agree with Dr. Stebbing in his reafoning upon 
this fubjeét, yet I think it but aneceflary piece of juftice to own, 
that he has been much fofter and more moderate upon the queftion 
in general, than moft of the writers who have appeared againft 
the Free Enquiry. In whom, I will be fo free as to fay, there 


is a great deal of zeal and pomp of learning, with little know- 
| edge of the argument. 
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Having now finifhed what I had to fay, Donly beg leave 
to interpofe one word of caution, that my meaning may. 
not be miftaken. What I do really mean upon this fubject, 
Lam neither afraid nor afhamed to declare toall mankind ; 
at the fame time I am not at all defirous of being thought: 
to mean any thing that Ido not. Be it obferved then, I 
have no where pofitively Jaid it down that no miracle was 
ever wrought.a{ter the days of the apoftles. . This would 
be going farther than reafon will beara man out. A nega- 
tive propofition muft not be handled fo un-gently : To afirm 
it peiemptorily requires a degree of confidence I am not yet 
arrived at. The utmoft I would be underftood to fay is 
this, that from all I have met with, profeffedly. written 
againft the Free Enguiry, no clear evidence comes out, that 
there was. . The arguments of Dr. Middleton are to me of 
more force towards inducing a fufpicion that no miraculous 
powers were continued to the church, than the reafoning of 


all his oppofers to create any thing likea firm belief of the 
contrary. 


As to thofe who have been ufed to look upon the gofpel- 
miracles, and the product of fucceeding ages, in the fame 
light, as fo conneéted and linked together by a famenefs 
in the foundation, that the deftruction of one muft necef- 
farily draw after it that of the other, I truft they will now 
in fome meafure be fatished, that there is a fpecifick differ- 
ence difcoverable between them ; that the one may be con- 
fidered apart and diftin€ly. from the other ; that the former - 
may be foundly and rationally defended, whilft we yield 


up the latter as the uncontefted property, nay, as the very 
food and fubfiftence of papifts,” 


The author concludes with fome remarks to fhew that 
what he has offered concerning the proper evidence of a 
miracle, does not at all interfere with Mr. Warburton’s ar- 
gument upon /ulian’s attempt to rebuild the temple of Fe- 
rufalem. ‘* ‘That divine providence, fays he, fhould inter- 
pofe.to defeat a {cheme projected in manifeft defiance of Je- 
fus Chrift, and to give him the lye, is in itfelf the moft 
probable thing in the world; nay, we may go fo far as to 
fay, it was really.concerned to interpofe in vindication of its 
own authority ; and if. fo, why not by thofe means which 
are {aid to have been employed in it, as wéll as by any other 
that can be imagined ? That the defign was begun, and not 
executed, were facts of publick notoriety; and when an 
heathen writer, who lived at the time, tells us ‘the ftop 
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was occafioned by..the fudden eruption of fires from the 
foundation, no reafon can be given why we fhould not take 
his:word for it. He.does not relate it as a miracle, (this 
pagan.could not do, his account therefore the lefs fufpicioys) 
but. gives a bare matter of fact, asa reafon.of the e¢mperor’s 
defifting fromthe enterprize. Which being fufficiently af- 
certained, the only remaining queltion is, whether thefe 
fires can be fuppofed to have proceeded from natural caufes? 
ainft which we may venture to affirm, there is the odds 
of feveral millions to an unit,” G 





Art. 11. Two Difcourfes on the Mofaic Hiftory of the Fall; 
Preached in his Mayefty’s Chapel at Whitehall, May 6, 
and before the Umverfity of Oxford, June 29. 1750. 
By William Parker, * AZ. 4. Fellow of Baliol College im 
Oxford, F. R. S§. Printed for J. Fletcher in Oxford, 
and fold by Me: Rivingtons, London. 8vo. Price 1s, 


ERY different are the fentiments of this author, from 

thofe of the gentleman whofe performance is the fub- 

ject of the preceding article, with refpect to the perfonal 

character and the writings of the late celebrated Dr. M/iddle~ 

ton; both which are not more refpected by Mr. Tall, than 
contemned by Mr, Parker. : 

This reverend divine prefaces his difcourfes with feveral 
remarks, fome of which it may not be improper to take 
notice of here. 

** Though, fays he, it may feem an impertinent at- 
tempt in me to add any thing to confirm what has already 
been fully treated of by much abler hands; yet fo fond is 
mankind of novelty, that frefh objeCtions require frefh vin- 
dications ; old objeGtions ftated in a new light require an- 
{wers in a new fhape ; and even the fame objections, with 
refpect to the capacities of different readers, may require 
anfwers indifferent forms. Every frefh hypothefis ftarted 
againft our religion, and every old one reviv’d, muf 
receive a new and full confutation; otherwife the un- 
believer will triumph, and men will be but too ready to 
admit his chains of bigotted infidelity upon their under- 
fianding. The tafte of this age being to read new books 
and not old ones ; to be more favourable to any arguments 
againft religion than for it.’ Doubtlefs the age will thank 


m Author of another tract mentioned in our Review, Vol. II. 
p- 84. i 
Mr. 











s 
; 
’ 
' 
7 
< 

; 
; 

2 





10 The MONTHLY REVIEW, 


Mr. Parker for his kind compliment ; as will alfo the un- 
believers, for the fhare of bigotry he has fo charitably be- 
ftowed upon them, as well as for the other good things he 
fo liberally doles among them and their coufins the Sceptics. 
He thinks every well-wifher to mankind cannot but lament 
the bias of the prefent times to fceptifcim ; wherein, fays he, 
<¢ nothing of a religious caft can be offered to the publick, 
but ftraitway a pamphlet muft come forth againft it; 
though, introduced without the leaft fupport of reafon or 
argument, yet calculated, as much as poffible, to prejudice, 
todelude, or to divert the reader from attention to facred 
truth.”—To be fure /acred truth always goes with every 
thing of a religious caft; (witnefs the rare appearance of 
any controverfy among divines) and we are as fure that all 
free-thinking books are very wicked and foolifh, and with- - 
out the leaft fupport of reafon or argument. 

‘¢ For a teftimony of this, (to go on with our candid 
author) we need only appeal to the many frivolous, idle, and 
irreligious pamphlets which immediately made their appear- 
ance againft that moft feafonable, unexceptionable and truly 
paftoral letter, * for which this kingdom has been lately 
obliged to the right reverend the lord bifhop of London: A 
letter purely calculated to do good to the fociety wherein we 
live, at a time when the nation had received a folemn fum- 
mons to amendment, by reminding men that there is a 
God who ruleth in the kingdom of nature; that he is a 
God of juftice to punifh iniquity ; a God of wifdom to vin- 
dicate his authority ; and that any extraordinary demon- 
ftrations of his power, in the works of nature, were in- 
tended by its author, as publick alarms to awaken men to 
reform their lives.” 

We cannot but join with this reverend author in think- 
ing that the bifhop’s letter on the late earthquakes was in- - 
tended for our good, and that there were idle and frivolous 
pamplets publifhed againft it, nay and one, + tho’ only one, 
that might be juftly called irreligious too. But of the idle 
and frivolous we likewife remember but one, that the public, 
wicked as the times are, took fo much notice of as to fave 


the publifhers from being lofers by the bare expence of paper 


and print; and this one, was the Quaker’s letter, a piece too 
contemptible to have had any fale, had it not been for the 


* To the clergy and people of London and Weftminfter on oc- 
cafion of the late earthquake. 


+ The Epifile to the admirers of the Bihhop’s Letter. 
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fingularity of its ftile, and the vulgar notion that it really 
came from a Quaker, whereas the’author was a mere hack- 
ney fcribbler, whofe only aim was to eat. There were 
indeed two other pieces wrote againft the Bi/hop’s Letter. 
One faid to come from the ingenious author of Leonidas, 
the other from the late Mr. Gordon; and both rather too 
well executed to deferve the epithets of idle or frivolous, 
however miftaken the authors, upon due examination, may 
appear to be. But while the age is charg’d with the wicked- 
nefs of a few writers who dared to controvert the fentiments 
of a prelateconcerning earthquakes, we don’t hear Mr. Parker 
fay any thing of the folly of the age, on account of the idle 
and frivolous anfwers that were wrote againft the bifhop’s 
adverfaries, feveral of which we can recollect; but 
peace be to the manes of them all, on both fides; moft of 
them have already paffed into oblivion, and there let them 
remain. One tract, indeed, on that fubje&t, which neither 
this writer, nor any of the panegyrifts on the bifhop, 
have once mention’d, deferves fingular honour, tho’ as it was 
not fuppofed to be written by a church-dignitary, Mr. Parker 
takes not the leaft notice of it: we mean the /upplement 
to the Bifbop’s Letter: The worthy author * of which, 
however ambitious of doing good, had too much modeft 
to let his name go with it. ‘This piece was univerfally al- 
lowed, by all that read it, to be no way inferior to his 
lordfhip’s, and many ‘were even gracelefs enough to give it 
the preference: But as the author was not fuppofed to be a 
bifhop, the kingdom is not obliged to him. : 

Our author goes on—** The contemptuous and unworthy 
manner in which one of his lordfhip’s former works has not 
Jong ago been attack’d, after it had ftood the teft of many 
years, with that reputation which a// his works deferve, 
firft led me to confider the fubjeét of the following dif- 
courfes more attentively. ”"—Our readers hardly need to be 
put in mind that here Mr.Par ker alludes to the Jate Dr. 
Middleton’s examination of the difcourfes on prophecy. 
Nor will they, perhaps, think it very wonderful that a 
mafter of arts, fhould hold ail the writings of a prelate in 
high admiration ; it would be much more extraordinary 
to find a bifhop paying the fame mark of refpeé&t to a mere 
A. M. and we fhall indeed be fomewhat furprifed 
if his |——p of L n fhould return the compliment 








* Mr. N——/, author of the Expediency and Neceffity of re- 
wifing the Liturgy, and feveral other pieces written for the fervice 
of the CurisTian religion, 
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to this his dutiful admirer : To whom, by the way, the fol- 
lowing obfervation in juftice is due, viz. that he very pro- 
bably {poke from that truly chriftian principle of doing unto 
all men, as he would they fhould do unto him. Poffibly Mr, 
P. himfelf may one day rife to the dignity, learning and 
goodnefs of a bifhop; and he may then with reafon expect 
that all his writings fhall be had in as much veneration as 
he himfelf had before paid to the works of his fuperiors. 

From what has been faid, we hope no reader will be led 
into a miftaken notion that in our own private judgment we 
have lefs refpe&t for this learned prelate’s writings, than they 
have generally met with. We can with fincerity declare, 
that, in our opinion, his lordfhip’s writings have truly de- 
ferved the reputation they have acquired in the learned 
world, ‘and the moft grateful acknowledgments of the pu- 
blic are certainly dueto him, for them. But, at the fame - 
time, we prefume further to obferve, that the degrees of 
excellence on the one hand, and gratitude on the other, 
would have been the fame, had Dr. Sherlock been the pooreft 
curate in the kingdom.—We really are not fond of feeing 
men in high and powerful ftations, praifed as it were to 
their faces; it looks fo like flattery, and may fo reafon- 
ably be fufpected of being fuch.—Befides, adulation, in any 
degree, is unbecoming a character we have in the utmoft 
veneration, that of a minifter of the word of Gop, anda 
preacher of the facred doétrines of the blefled Jesus, who 
was no refpector of perfons *.—--——But to return to our 
author, , 

Who thus apologizes for continuing this controverfy, after 
the death of the great champion on the other fide. ,‘* The 
writer, fays he, who gave occafion to thefe difcourfes, was 
living at the time when they were preached, which may 
account for fome expreflions in them, that otherwife might 
not have been fo proper. It cannot furely with reafon be 
urged, that objections are not to be anfwered, becaufe the 
author of them is deceafed.. For his writings will not follow, 
fo as to be buried in the fame grave together with him.” 
A little after he adds, fpeaking of the doétor, ** he wasa 
writer induftrious in his ftudies; artful in his fophifms; 
clear and elegant in his ftile; entertaining in the matter of 
his compofitions: With fo much the greater precaution 
therefore to be pointed out to readers unexperienced in the 
wiles of fophiftry. For having conceived a prejudice againft 

* See alfo our fentiments on this head, Vol. II. of our Review, 
pages 13 & 14, | 
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fome of the do€trines of our church, whether from the un- 
eafinefs of difappointments in it; or from particular fpleen 
againft fome of its principal defenders ; or, as it is to be 
hoped, for his own fake, from what he pleaded, a love of 
truth, however miftaken in its inquiries; and a liberty of 
refearch in religious matters, however ill. directed in its ap- 
plications; it,is certain, whatever his motive might be, that 
in the latter years of his life, particularly, heemploy’d, , 
againft feveral dodtrines of affent in.our church, thofe talents, 
which might much more ufefully and confiftently with his 
profeffion, have been engaged in its behalf. 

We have given two paflages in Italics, in this laft quo- 
tation, which may deferve fome animadverfion. However, 
we fhall only obferve, that there feems to be fome inconfift- 
ency in our author’s apologifing for any perfonal ftrokes 
aimed at his deceafed adverfary, (for this, we fuppole, is 
what he means by expre/fions, in the difcourfes, that other- 
wife. might not have ben fo proper) and at the fame time, in 
this preface, taking upon him to throw out fuch bold, but 
furely neither generous or charitable, infinuations with re- 
gard to Dr. Middleton’s motives for writing againft doctrines 
received by the church. In this matter, we apprehend, 
Mr. P. cannot take upon him to {peak with abfolute cer- 
tainty, and furely it was not /o proper to throw out his 
gueffes, to the prejudice of the reputation and memory of 
one who is no longer able to vindicate himfelf.—We have 
now done with this preface. 

The difcourfes are founded on 2 Cor, xi. 3. The: heads 
as under. 

1. Heendeéavours to fhew, that St. Pau/ alludes to the 
mofaick hiftory of the fall in general, by the difobedience 
of Adam, asa real fact. 

2. That he alludes likewife to the fame account of the 
particular manner, and circumftances of the fall, accom- 
plifhed by the temptation of the ferpent, as a real fact. 

3. He anfwers fome objections made by Dr. MV. again 
the literal interpretation of this account. And then con- 
cludes with a remark or two, feafonable to ourfelves, 

As a {pecimen of the whole, we fhall give fome of the 
author’s remarks preparatory to the introduction of the ob- 
jections mention’d in the third head, and therewith. con- 
clude this article. 

‘* Tt has ufually been fuppofed, fays he, that the devil 
made ufe of the ferpent, as his inftrument, to tempt and 
delude Eve. There can be no doubt therefore, but that, 
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as far as he was permitted, he would furnifh this minifter 
with fuch powers as were requifite for the accomplifhment 
of his defign. That invifible beings have a power of agency 
in this lower world, cannot be denied by any one, who 
acknowledges the fcriptures to be the infpired word of 
God. If if fhould be afked why Satan was permitted to 
tempt Eve at all ? We may reply to this by another queftion, 
Why is one wicked man permitted to tempt his neighbour, 
and draw him into fin? Why is the moft vicious and de- 
figning part of mankind permitted to impofe on the fim- 
plicity of the moft virtuous? There are but too many 
tempters every day in the world, whether by their conver- 
fations, by their examples, or by their writings: And the 
moft innocent, and unexperienced in the wiles of the temp- 
ter, are often times the moft liable to be feduced. Yet the 
permiffion of thefe trials in the moral world, are made no 
juft objection to the attributes of God, or the difpenfations 
of his providence. 

In fhort it appears from the very nature of man, and the 
conftitution of things, that he was intended to undergo a 
probation. Angels alfo, a fuperior order of intelle€tual be- 
ings, underwent fuch a trial before him; and /ome fell. 
Man was created a free agent, capable of chufing good or 
evil; and virtue was to be his choice, in order to his being 
entitled to the reward of virtue. As he wasa probationary 
being, a pofitive teft was fet before him of his obedience to 
the will of his creator. This teft wasa prohibition to eat 
of a certain tree in the garden, called the tree of knowledge 
of good and evil. 

As this prohibition was a law of his creator, the viclation 
of it muft neceffarily incur his difpleafure. A temptation 
therefore muft be neceffary to allure man from, duty, and be 
an over-balance to the danger of forfeiting the divine fa- 
vour. But by what being was this temptation to be offered? 
There were but two perfons of the human fpecies yet in the 
world, and they perfect and incorrupt, and fincerely af- 
fectionate towards each other. ‘They would not therefore 
try to feduce each other : The tempter confequently could 
not be one of the human fpecies: A fuperior good being 
would not undertake fo malicious an office: A mere brute 
could not difcharge it. What then could remain but an in- 
Vifible being, already corrupt, and willing to draw others 
into his own miferable fociety of corruption? God might 
permit this being to try his new created moral agents ; and 
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fuch.a being, we may infer from the defcription given of 
him in fcripture, would rejoice in the office. 

But.as man’s rational powers were ftrong, the temptation 
mutt be proportionally great : An increafe of knowledge re- 
fembling the divine, would be a very tempting allurement. 
We read alfo that the tree was pleafant to the eye; Or, as 
the Hebrew very emphatically expreffes it, a defire to the 
eyes. Here then would be a tempting allurement offer’d to 
the fenfual appetite, as well as the sntelleétual, An agree- 
able objeé&t to the fight, a flattering allurement to the under- 
ftanding. The evil being, ever watchful for the deftruétion 
of man, perceived this, and immediately fet himfelf to the 
work of temptation. He applies himfelf to that party, 
which by its native tendernefs and pliablenefs, he faw moft 
likely to be mifled ; and by its native amiablenefs and per- 
fuafive talents, when once depraved, moft likely to feduce 
the other. The temptation accordingly was but too ef- 
fe€&tual: The malicious tempter fucceeded in his defign : 
The woman took of the fruit, and did eat ; and gave alfo un- 
to her husband with her, and he did eat. ‘They gratified at 
once both the fenfual and intelleétual defire. Thus man 
became knowing to his forrow. He knew natural and moral 
evil both together. 

What is there now in all this that is inconfiftent, either 
with the fubtilty of the tempter, the nature of a free agent, 
who was'to betried, or the attributes of God, who created 
him probationary ? How do thefe principles exclude or throw 
afide the natural law or reafon of man, as of no af or fer- 
vice to him from the beginning of the world to this day? And 
what becomes of our author’s queftion, How can we ima- 
gine that God would expofe their fimplicity unarmed, and un- 
pep. to the eve of an infidious tempter, fo greatly 

uperior to them both in craft and power ? For who fays that 
it was thus entirely unarmed and uninftrudéted? Had not 
man the armour of reafon, and the fence of a divine pro- 
hibition to guard him from the fin into which he fell ? 
The anfwer to this queftion is plain and obvious: Man was 
a moral agent, capable of trial ; capable of adhering to the 
law of his creator: He had rational powers, at leaft, to in- 
ftruét him in his duty ; a poftive Jaw to guard himin it: 
The confequence of breaking the law was denounced ; a 
grievous fanction ! no lefs than death! Where then was the 
injuftice of permitting him to be tried, that a voluntary 
agent might prove to other intellectual beings of God’s 
Creativn, that he had made virtue his choice, and confe- 
quently 
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quently demonftrate his title, through the conditional fa- 
vour of his creator, to the rewards of virtue.” G 


7 —_—_» 





Arr. rr. Fables and Tales for the Ladies. To which are 
added, Mifcellanies by another Hand. 8vo, Price bound 
3s. 6d. Sod by C. Hitch and L. Hawes, in Pater- 
nofter-Row, and H. Whitridge at the Royal Exchange. 


> TE have heard that when a bad poet offer’d fome of 
| his compofitions to Alexander the Great, that 
monarch, who did not want tafte, rewarded the ill-fated 
bard with an order that he fhould receive as many lafhes as 
the piece contained lines. If the author now before us 
were as juftly requited by our Briti/b ladies, for whofe 
amufement he profeffes to have publifhed this: performance, 
he would indeed be beaten with many ftripes: For cut of 
193 pages we have not been able to find one line that 
does not as highly defervea lafh, as the worft that his fore- 
father of Greece could poffibly produce. 

_ But it feems our countrywomen have either lefS tafle, or 
more indulgent good-nature than the Grecian prince ; for 
thefe fables, &c. have already met with fuch marks of 
their approbation, as, we prefume, have enabled this author 
to oblige the republick of letters by printing them ; which 
we find was done by fubfcription, there being a lift of fub- 
feribers names, moftly female, prefixed to the book.—But 
we forbear to reflect on them, as it is not improbable that 
generofity and charity were their only motives for contri- 
buting what might have been as well beftowed, had they 
withal enjoin’d the author to keep the whole, and not to 
expend any of it in paper and printing : For they would 
certainly have fuftained no lofs, by difpenfing with the 
receipt of the books. How he has deferved or requited 
their bounty, let his impudence in p. 96. declare, where the 
grofinefs and immodefty both of his thoughts and language, 
richly merit the cudgel, tho’ his dulnefs and nonfenfe were 
to be overlook’d. 

As to the laft mentioned accomplifhments of this worthy 
writer—If ever Sternbold and Hopkins were in danger of 
having their fame eclipfed by a rival in metre, ’tis from 
this man ; who has indeed fo far out-done them, that were 
it not for the great averfion which many of our clergy feem 
to have for any alteration in our common Prayer-book, we 
would recommend him asa proper hand for a new ver/ion 
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of the Pfalms—To be fung or faid—As a fpecimen of his 
verfification in this way, take the following lines from his 
poem on the duke of Cumberland, who, he informs us, in 
purfuing the rebels, when they retreated out of England, 


——Overtook their daftard rear, 
At Clifton ’twas I think ; 

And put the reft into a fear, 
And made poor Car/o fhrink. 


Specimen of another kind, from his fables, viz. the roth, 


At length the cunning fox arofe, 
And made to them a fpeech in profe, 

But I fhall turn it into ver/e, 
Becaufe I can’t his tone expre/s. 


We cannot quit this curious work without doing honour 
to the volume at leaft, if not to the author, for one very 
good thing in it; and that is the {peech of Henry V. tothe 
earl of Weftmorland, juft before the battle of Agincourt, 
taken from a play of Shakef/peare’s. But  gyeeor where- 
fore this fpeech was Copied amdeiahented=ia this volume, we 
are quite at a lofs to guefs; unlefs the author was apprehen- 
five that his readers would unanimoufly doom his book to 
the fate of Sodom and Gomorah, unlefs fifty good lines could 
be found therein to redeem it. 





Art. 1v. De Tabe Glandulari, five de ufu aque Marine 
in morbis Glandularum Differtatio. Auétore Ricardo 
Ruffel, AZ. D. Printed for James Fletcher in Oxford. 
8vo, Price 5s. 


HIS book was publifhed fome months ago, and would 

not have fo long remained unnoticed by us, had we 

not been mifinformed that a tranflation of it would foon ap- 
pear: And it would naturally have fuited our purpofe bet- 
ter in an Englifh dyefs, Our expectations of fuch a tran- 
{lation are now over: But, in the interim, fo much time 
has elapfed, that we think it rather too late to enter upon 
any account of this work. Mboft of, if not all, our readers 
of the faculty are doubtlefs by this time acquainted either 
with the book itfelf, or itscharaéter. They will therefore 


accept of our apology, and excufe us; and fo will, we are 
Vou. lV. 
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perfuaded, all our other readers, whom we could not expect 
to pleafe by taking up that room in our pages with a ffale 
article, which we fhall want for the great number of new 
productions which will probably flow from the prefs now 
that the publifhing feafon is begun-—All we fhall therefore 
add concerning Dr. Ruffel’s performance is, that befides 
what is mentioned in its title, as above, there are defcrip- 
tions and curious figures of feveral fingular alterations in the 
glandular parts, of fome madrepores, and of the fea-oak ; 
to which are alfo added letters to the author upon the ufe of 
fea-water, by the Drs. Frewin, Wilmot and Lewts, with 
his anfwers, 





Art. v. The Credibility of the Gofpel Hiftory, Part Il. 
Or the principal Facts of the New Teftament confirmed by 
Paffazes of ancient Authcrs, who were contemporary witb 
our Saviour, or his Apoftles, or lived near their Time. Vol. 
8th. By Nathaniel Lardner, D. D. London: Sold by 
Noon, Waugh, avd Buckland. 8ve. Pages 407. 


HE favourable reception the former volumes of this 

work have met with, renders it unneceflary to fay 

any thing in its praife, or to give any account of the nature 

and defign of it. ‘This much we {hall only fay in general, 

that we are perfuaded, every friend to chriftianity will think 

himfelf obliged to thank the Jearned author for the great 
pains he has been at to ferve its interetts. 

He begins this volume with the hiftory of the council of 
Nice, which takes up 32 pages ; and after giving a fhort 
account of the occafion of the council, the number of bi- 
fhops prefent, the points debated by them, with their creed, 
epiftle and canons, &c. he concludes with feveral judicious 
remarks concerning the Arian controverfy, which was the 
principal point brought before the council; and thefe we 
fhall give the reader in his own words, 

1. ** The firft remark to be made here, fays he, is, 
that their decifions had not the intended effect: Peace and 
unity were not thereby reftored to the churches. Of this 
we have full affurance from the two ecclefiaftical hiftorians, 
Sccrates and Sozomen. The firft of which writes to this 
purpofe; (Zid. 1. C. 23.) Eujfebius Pamphili fays, that foon 
after the fynod the Egyptians quarrelled among themfelves : 
‘Though he does not fay why —But as we have perceived by 
feveral letters, which the bifhops wrete to one another after 
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the council, the word confubftantial was difagreeable to 
fome. And whilft they indulged too curious enquiri¢s 
about that expreffion, they raifed an inteftine war emong 
themfelves, which may be faid to have been not unlike 
fighting in the dark: For neither fide feemed to ure! 
why they reproached each other. But they who sift 
the word confub/tantial fuppofed that they who approved © 
it intended to advance the fentiment of Sabellius or Mon- 
tanus ; and therefore charged them with blafphemy, 4s de- 
nying the exiftence of the fon of God, On the other 
hand, they who were for maintaining the term con/ub/tan- 
tial,\duppofing their adverfaries to introduce polytheifm, 
charged them with a defign to revive heathenifm. Eufia- 
thius bifhop of Antioch reproached Eufebe with corrupting 
the Nicene faith. Eufebe anfwers, that he does not at all 
depart from that faith, and accufeth Eu/fathius with in- 
troducing Sabelliani/fm. By this means they were induced 
to write againft one another, as enemies. And though 
both fides maintained that the fon of God was a diftinct 
perfon, and had a proper exiflence, and owned one God 
in three perfons, they made a ,hift, one knows not well 
how, to differ with each other. Nor could they live in peace 
and quietnefs.” And to the like purpofe Sozomen. 

‘¢ The hiftory of the church in the fourth century fully 
_ juftifies the obfervations of thofe writers. In fhort, not- 
withftanding the profeffions made by many of a high vene- 
ration for councils, men do not value them any further than 
they countenance their own particular opinions ; and if they 
are under no reftraints of external force, they contradict 
their decifions without fcruple. 

z. No man, nor number of men, feparate, or united in 
council, fince-the times of Chrift and his apoftles, have any 
right to decide in matters of faith. It is inconfiftent with 
the refpect due to Jefus Chrift to attempt it; unlefs they 
can fhew themfelves to be infpired, and work miracles, to 
manifeft evidently a divine commiffion. And if any fuch 
cafe as that fhould happen, (which is very unlikely) I think, 
that what even fuch perfons fhould propofe, muft be tried 
and examined by the doétrine of the gofpel delivered in the 
New Teftament. This is agreeable to many things faid 
by our Lord, particularly AZat. xxiii. 9, 10. And call no 
man your father upon earth: for one is your father, which is 
im heaven. Neither be ye called mafters; for one is your 
ma/fter even Chrift, 
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3. The introducing force and authority in matters of 
a {peculative nature is fubverfive of true religion and virtue. 
For what avail human decifions, when they are not fatis- 
fying ? If you can bring reafon or fcripture for any doctrine, 
men willaffent. But to fay that the bifhops of fuch a coun- 
cil have fo declared and determined, is not convincing. 
Therefore it ought not be expected, that men fhould confefs 
and act, asif they were convinced. If you make ufe of 
any methods, belide thofe of rational arguments, to induce 
men to profefs and aé as you defire, you do what lies in 
your power to make them lye and prevaricate. So did this 
council of Nice. 

It has been fometimes faid, that they fhew their mode- 
ration in their manner of fpeaking concerning the fentence 
pafled upon A:zus. But I own, I can difcern no fuch thing. 
There may be art and diffimulation ; but there is no real 
moderation, or fincere kindnefs in what they write. What- 
ever the fentence was, they approved of it. If it had noe 
been agreeable to their mind, Conffantin would not have 
banifhed Arius, or his adherents. Moreover, before the 
meeting of this council, Alexander and his fynod had ex- 
communicated 4rius, and banifhed him from the city of 
Alexandria, 

Thus this council of Nice introduced authority and force 
in the church, and the affairs of religion. Or, if authority 
had been introduced before, they now openly countenanced 
it, and gave it a farther fanction, 

This way of acting may be fuppofed to have been the 
chief caufe of the ruin of the chriftian intereft in the eaft. 
‘This and the like determinations of fpeculative doétrines, 
and the violent methods by which they were enforced, may 
be reckoned to have paved the way for Adahometani/m, 
more than any thing elfe. By thefe means ignorance, and 
hypocrify, and tedious rituals, came to take place of hone- 
{ty, true piety, and undiflembled fpiritual and reafonable 
worfhip and devotion. 

In about three hundred years after the afcenfion of Fe/us, 
without the aids of fecular power, or church authority, the 
Chriftian religion fpread over a large part of Afia, Europe, 
and Africa. And at theacceflion of Cyn/fantin, and con- 
vening the council of Nice, it was almoft every where, 
throughout thofe countries, in a flourifhing condition. For 
in the fpace of another three hundred years, or a little 
more, the purity of the Chriftian religion was greatly cor- 
rupted in a large part of that extent, its glory debafed, and 
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its light almoft extinguifhed. What can this be fo much 
owing to, as to the determinations and tranfaétions of the 
council of Nice, and the meafures then fet on foot, and 
followed in fucceeding times ? 

Thefe impofitions poifon the waters of the fanctuary at 
the very fountain. They require the minifters of Chrift, 
the officers of his church, to fubfcribe certain articles upon 
pain of heavy forfeitures. Anda fubfcription to thefe ar- 
ticles, whether believed or not, gives a right to preferment. 
If any fubfcribe what they are not fatisfied about, and fo 
enter into the fervice of the church, (which is very likely 
to happen) they gain and hold their offices by the tenure 
of hypocrify. How can religion flourifh in this way ? 
Will the perfons who have fo fubfcribed, (without con- 
viction, or againft it) be fincere and upright ever afterwards? 
Will they, upon all other occafions, fpeak the truth with- 
out fear or favour, who have once folemnly and deliberately 
prevaricated ? And can others entirely confide in them ? Or 
can they heartily reverence them, as upright and difinterefled 
men? 

The temptation upon fome occafions muft be exceeding 
ftrong. And many fpecious things may be offered to put a 
fair colour upon unrighteoufnefs. Even an appearance of reli- 
gion may concur with fecular intereft to impofe upon the 
mind, and lead to what is not to be juftified. Has a perfon at 
great expence of ftudy and labour qualified himfelf for the 
fervice of the church, with a fincere view of ufefulnefs in an 
important ftation ? How grievous muft it be, to be after all 
difappointed and excluded ? If any obftacles Jie in the way, 
there is great danger of compliance, not quite confiftent with 
duty and confcience, provided thofe bars cannot be removed. 

The temptation may be ftill ftronger to fome, who are 
already fettied in agreeable ftations. How trying is this 
cafe! This was the cafe of Eufebe, bifhop of Cefarea. He 
was in a ftation of great honour and ufetulnefs, beloved by 
his people, and they by him. Moreover he might imagine, 
and reafonably, that his ufefulnefs, as an author, depended 
much upon his continuance in that ftation. Without the 
advantages, which he there enjoyed, he could not carry 
on his various defigns for compoting ufeful books, which ke 
hoped might be of extenfive fervice to the Chriftian reli- 
gion in that and future times. Was not this a temptation 
to fign what he did not approve of ? 

_ I beg leave however to add here; that I would be cau- 
tious of condemning particular perfons, whofe circumftances 
C 3 I 


“trey pare, 














22 The MONTHLY REVIEW, 


I am not exaétly acquainted with. Nor doI abfolutely 
condemn Exfebe. ‘The reafon is, that he was prefent at the 
the drawing up of the Nicene creed, and declared in what 
fenfe he underf{tood the word confubjtantial, ‘This is an ac- 
vantage which may not be allowed to all. When they 
have not aliberty to explain themfelves, it will caufe a di- 
verfity of cafe. 

4. It remains, that when this council met, inftead of 
deciding by their authority, and enforcing by worldy me- 
maces or recompences, any fpeculative doétrines, they 
fhould rather have recommended forbearance and modera- 
tion to all parties. 

They ought to have advifed men to practife love and 
forbearance one to another, and fhould have entreated them, 
if there be any bowels and mercies, and for the love of Jefus, 
to receive one another in love, as the apoftle fays ; but not to 
doubtful di/putations : That is, to own each other for brethren, 
and communicate together, as chriftians, notwithftanding 
fome differences of opinion, Or, if any could not perfuade 
themielves to do this ; that yet they fhould allow each other 
full liberty to profefs their principles, and carry on their 
worfhip, according to their own fentiments, in their re- 
ligious aflemblies, in theirown way. ‘This at leaft they 
fhould have recommended, and with the utmoft earneftnefs, 
as altogether reafonable, agreeable to the gofpel, and abfo- 
lutely necefiary for the honour of the chriftian name. -And 
they fhould have humbly recommended it to the emperor, 
to take care accordingly, and in his great wifdom to pro- 
vide, that all who acted peaceably fhould be proteéted in the 
feveral cities where they dwelt: And that all who caufed 
tumults and difturbances, or by any outward aé¢t infringed 
the liberty of their neighbours, on account of diverfity of 
opinion, fhould be reftrained and punifhed, as the nature 
of their offence required. 

Poffibly fome may fay, that fuch thoughts as thefe are 
founded upon the experience and obfervation of later ages: 
And that all this is more than could be reafonably expected 
of any man, however wife, at that time. 

To which I anfwer, that it is no more than might have 
been expected. For it is no more than what men are 
taught by the common principles of equity. The gofpel 
too teaches and enacts moderation and forbearance, and con- 
demns all impofition on the confciences of men, and all 
force and violence in things of religion, 
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Farther, what has been here fuggefted, is no more than 
what the chriftians had before demanded, and expeéted of 
heathens in power, as juft and reafonable. ‘hey were 
therefore felf-condemned in acting otherwife. If it was 
reafonable, that they fhould be tolerated and protected by 
heathen emperors; much more was it reafonable and evi- 
dent, that all other feéts of chriftians fhould be tolerated and 
protected by that fe€&, which happened to be the moft nu- 
merous and powerful. 

Finally, for the main part, this is no other than the ad- 
vice fent by Conftantin in his letter to Alexander and Arius, 
which the bifhops aflembled in council fhould have ftood to. 
Nothing could have been more for their honour, and the 
intereft of religion, than for them to have enforced with all 
their credit the fage and pious and moderate counfels of the 
emperor. 

I have taken all this freedom, thus to propofe thefe 
thoughts. But I do not mention them fo much by way of 
blame and cenfure, as with a view of amendment: that 
chriftians in general may at length be fo wife, as to confult 
the true intereft of their religion: and hoping, that they 
who are in high ftations in the church, and have a powe!- 
ful influence, will improve all opportunities, and ufe their 
beft endeavours, that the moderation of chriflians may be known 
unto all men.” 

After this our author proceeds to the hiftory of Euje- 
bius, bifhop of Cefarea, which takes up almoft two hun- 
dred pages. We fhall not offer our readers any extracts 
from this part of the work, farther than to lay betore 
them the fum of Eufebius’s teftimony to the fcriptures, 
which we fhall do in our learned author’s own words. 

<¢ What we have now feen (fays he) in the works of this 
learned and laborious bifhop, who flourifhed at about three 
hundred years after our Lord’s afcenfion, is an invaluable 
teftimony to the things concerning the Lord Jefus himfelf, 
and his apoftles, and to the fwift and wonderful progrefs of 
the gofpel, and to the fcriptures of the Old and New Tefta- 
ment. ‘I'he former were thofe received by the Jewith peo- 
ple. ‘The number of the books of the New Teftament does 
not appear to have been in his time fettled by any authority, 
that was univerfally allowed of. But the books following 
were univerfally received: the four gofpels, the acts of the 
apoftles, thirteen epiftles of Paul, one epiftle of Peter, and 
one epiftle of “fohn. Thefe, I fay, were univerfally re- 
ceived by chriftians in our author’s time, and had been all 
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along received by the elders and churches of former times. 
Befide thefe, we now generally receive alfo an epiftle to the 
Hebrews, an epiltle of ‘fames, a fecond epiftle of Peter, a 
fecond and third of Fohn, an epiftle of fude, and the reve- 
Jation. And it appears from this learned writer, that thefe 
books or epiftles were then next in efteem to thofe before 
mentioned, as univerfally acknowledged ; and were more 
generally received as of authority, than any other contro- 
verted writings. Befide thefe, there was the gofpel accord- 
ing to the Hebrews, made ufe of by the Jewith chriftians : 
being, probably, a tranflation of St. Matthew's gofpel, 
with fome additions: and, as it feems, containing little or 
nothing contrary to the genuin doctrine of Chrift and his 
apoftles. The book, called the dodctrine, or doétrines of 
the apoftles, we have not nowa diftin& knowledge of. But, 
probably, it was afmall book, containing the Rudiments of 
the chriftian religion, and fitted for the ufe of young people, 
and new converts, and never efteemed a part of facred {crip- 
ture. As for the reft, they were not very numerous, and 
their character is eafily determined. For either they were 
ufeful, ecclefiaftical writings, as the epiftles of Barnabas and 
Clement, and the fhepherd of Hermas; which, as we have 
feen from the quotations of them in the writers of the three 
firft centuries, were never received as of authority, ora 
part of facred and canonical fcripture: or they were mean, 
abfurd, and fabulous compofitions, defpifed and difliked by 
the founder chriftians in general, both of our author’s, and 
of former times. ‘To the books of facred fcripture the 
greateft refpeét was fhewn. They were efteemed as of au- 
thority, and decifive in all points of a religious nature. 
They were publicly read and explained in the aflemblies of 
chriftian people: and they were open to be freely read by 
all forts of perfons in private, for their inftru€tion and im- 
provement in religious knowledge, and their edification in 
virtue. Finally, it may be obferved, that this learned au- 
thor makes little ufe in his works of apocryphal fcriptures 
of the Old Teitament: none of all the chriftian writings, forged 
with the names of Chrift’s apoftles, or their companions.” 
After giving a fhort account of Marcellus, bifhop of An- 
ceyra in Galatia, and of Ewffathius, bifhop of Antioch, our 
author proceeds to 4:hanafius, who fucceeded Alexander in 
the fee of Alexandria, in the year three hundred and twenty- 
fix, and died in the year three hundred and feventy-three. 
The fum of his teftimony to the {criptures we fhall give our 
readers in the doctor’s words, “ This 
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«¢ This teftimony of Athanafius to the f{criptures is very 
valuable. It appears from the feftal epiftle, and from his 
other works, that he received all the books of the New 
Teftament, that we do, and no other, as of authority. 
And confidering the time in which he lived, the acquain- 
tance he had with the feveral parts of the chriitian church at 
that time, and the bifhops of it, in Egypt, and its neigh- 
bourhood, in Europe and Afia, and the knowledge he had 
of antient chriftian writings ; it muft be reckoned of great 
ufe to fatisfy us, that notwithftanding the frequent quota- 
tions of other books, in the writings of divers antient chri- 
ftians, they did always make a diftin¢ction, and did not de- 
fign to alledge as of authority, and a part of the rule of 
faith, any books, but thofe, which were in the higheft fenfe 
facred and divine.” 

We fhall likewife give the fum of the teftimony of Epi- 
phanius, who was chofen bifhop of Cr/ffantia, formerly 
called Salamis, the metropolis of the ifland of Cyprus, in 
367 or 368. ‘** His canonof the Old Teftament (fays our 
author) was much the fame with that of the ‘ews. For he 
acknowledges, that the book of Baruch was not received b 
them. The book of Wifdom, and the book of Ecclefiafti- 
cus, he confiders as ufeful only, and not of authority, and 
therefore not admitted into the arf. Nor have the books of 
Maccabees, or Tobit, or “fudith, any place in thofe cata- 
logues. The books of the New Teftament received by him 
are the fame as thofe, which are now generally received by 
us. He quotes no others, as of authority, unlefs he has fo 
quoted the con/fitutions : which will be confidered prefently. 
For the facred books of the Old and New Teftament he has 
the higheft regard. I fcarce need to fay that he makes no 
ufe of chriftian apocryphal books, writ in the name of 
apoftles, and falfly afcribed to them. L£piphanius’s averfion 
for fuch books muft be well known to the readers of this 
work, It is a charge frequently brought by him againft 
hereticks, that they made ufe of apocryphal books; and he 
reckons it no {mall fault in them.” 

As to the apoftolical conftitutions, with an account of which 
our author clofes this part of his work, he endeavours to 
fhew that they are deftitute of all external and internal evi- 
cence that fhould entitle them to the charafter of apoftolical. 
Without pretending to afcertain the exa& time of this work, 
he is of opinion that it was compofed in the latter part of the 
fourth, or the beginning of the fifth century, probably by 
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fome haughty bifhop, who was fond of church power, and 
loved pomp and ceremony in religious worbhip. h 


ArT. vi. God’s univerfal Gosdne/; 4 di ifplayed ; ; in a Difcourfe 
delivered to a Society of free 
that Church, which is as old as the Creation. Printed 
for R. Griffiths, at the Dunciad in St. Paul’s Church- 
yard. Oétavo, Pages 56. Price ts. 





—, 


E fhall, in few words, give our readers an idea 

of this performance. ‘The authoFof it has chofen 
a very noble and copious fubjeét to difcourfe upon, but has 
fallen far fhort of doing jufticeto it. His principal, if not 
his only defign, feems to have been to publifh to the world 
his difbelief of revealed religion, the genius of which, it 
plainly appears, he is unacquainted with, from the injurious 
and ungenteel expreffions he has thrown upon it. We {fhall 
leave our readers to judge of the whole performance by the 
following fpecimen. Under the fecond general head of his 
difcourfe, wherein he is to prove that God is good toall, in 
the difcoveries he has made of himfelf to intelligent beings, 
he has the following words. ‘* Under this head, (fays he) 
it may be expected, that I fhould principally confider the 
goodnefs of God, in the difcoveries he hath made of himfelf 
by the holy gofpel ; ; the vaft, the unbounded goodnefs of 
the Deity, in fending his only begotten fon to declare his 
will to mankind ; and alfoto die for a world of creatures, 
who had forfeited their allegiance to God, and were ren- 
dred the proper objects of his eternal vengeance by the fin of 
Adam; and whom, confiftent with his juftice, he could 
not pardon, without infinite atonement and fatisfaction be- 
ing made him by a-perfon (I muft not fay a being) equal to 
himfelf. But as the chriftian fyftem is confined to a very 
narrow part of the world, and the advantages of it enjoyed 
by very few, compared with the whole; and as I am to 
prove the univerfality of God’s goodnefs, I mutt attempt it 
on principles of reafon, and endeavour to fhew that he has 
been really good to a/l, in this particular; namely, the hav- 
ing made fuch clear difcoveries of himfelf by the ight of na- 
ture, that every reafonable being, who duly sansede to this 
fight, and who makes the beft ule of his faculties in an honeft 
enquiry, may, without any other affiftance, be well ac- 
quainted with his duty; the practice of which will render 
him a proper object of the divine favour, Indeed how can I 
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affociate in-my mind, widely different ideas of God, and 
join them in one difcourfe; fuch as thofe of an omnipotent, 
immutable, infinitely wife and good being, and thofe low 
and groveling ideas, with which fome part of the fcripture 
would poffefs the human mind; namely, of a Deity, in 
fix days making a world, and then re/fing from the labo- 
rious tafk, and being refrefoed ! that the firft imtelligent 
agent he brought upon this new ftage, yielded to the very 
firft temptation that offered itfelf! and damned all his pofte- 
rity by one act of difobedience ! Tragical indeed! that God 
in a few years fhould repent that he had made the world at 
all! that he fhould then deftroy it, and try a fecond time 
to make a méfe tractable race of creatures! that to thefe he 
gave pofitive written laws, but they anfwered not the end 
propofed ; for we are told, that they were laws and ftatutes 
which were not good. It may be meant, that they did not 
make mankind wifer and better ; that after this, the/e laws 
were repeated, and others were given of a very different 
kind, and more worthy of the Deity. But then this written 
law was given in a language, that a very fmall part of the 
chriftian world underftands; and it has pafled through the 
hands of various tranflators, who probably through igno- 
rance have miftaken, or for intereft have corrupted many 
parts of it, and to fupport the power of the priefts, have 
rendred it dark and unintelligible, creating difputes, perfe- 
cutions, and much blood-fhed among men.——I fay, how 
can I affociate thefe ideas of the divine being (as alfo thofe of 
his being angry, revengeful, threatning eternal damnation to 
his creatures ; and again being rendered placable by the death 
of an innocent perfon) with the natural notions we have of 
God, as a being pofleffed of all poffible perfe€tion, and 
whofe happinefs can neither be augmented or diminifhed by. 
the rectitude or obliquity of the aétions of his creatures ? 
Therefore it will be no way fuitable to join thefe incompati- 
ble notions together in this difcourfe. And yet after all, I 
think the /cripture contains fome great and noble fentiments of 
the Deity, and many important truths; many rational and 
fublime doétrines and precepts, every way worthy of God 
for their author; and which moft certainly were derived 
from him, as the fountain of all truth and moral fitnelfs, 
though not communicated in a /upernatural way. But 
upon the whole, thefe truths are fo blended, fo confounded 
with myfteries and unintelligible propofitions, that con- 
junctly confidered, they cannot properly be called a divine 
revelation : the wifeft and moft learned, the beft and moft 
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religious men, are eternally difputing about the true mean- 
ing of the my/erious and unexplicable, and therefore /uper- 
rational parts of the bible, which, after the beft ufe of my 
faculties, I muft objeét to, as not being divinely infpired, or 
the immediate /upernatural produce of a divine infpiration. 
Sometimes the fcripture muft be taken literally, fometimes 
allegorically, and at other times the vulgar tranflation, and 
the original text, differ like light and darknefs; how then 
fhall a man, though he may have a good fhare of natural 
underftanding, if he underftands not the original languages ; 
(I fay, how fhall fucha one) find out the moral perfections 
of the Deity, how be fure of a true ae of his duty, 
from confulting thofe dark, though facred oracles? ‘The 
an{wer I fhould give to this important enquiry, would be this ? 
open the book of nature; and there, by a due ufe of your 
faculties, you will find out nature’s God, and clearly per- 
ceive, that he is good to all, and that his tender mercies are 


over all bis works.’ “3 





ArT. vit. The Quarrel between Venus and Hymen; an 
heroi-fatyrical mythological Poem, in imitation of the An- 
tients: In v1 Cantos, found among the Papers of a very 
learned Antiquarian, and publifhed for the Benefit of Pofte- 
rity, with Notes, Printed for M. Cooper, 8ve. Price 
rs. 6d. Pages only 51. N. B. Poetry always dear, 


N an advertifement prefixed to this poem, intimation is 

given that the author is not living; but the truth of this 
may very reafonably becalled in queftion: for furely no man 
befide the author himfelf could have been fo grofsly preju- 
diced in favour of the work, as it appears that the publifher 
is. Indeed it is not without reafon that poetry is now ge- 
nerally held in little efteem : in.general, modern poetry de- 
ferves but little. Since the happy invention of printing, 
this fpecies of literature has gradually funk into difregard ; 
and the reafon is obvious. Every dull pretender to the mufe 
finds means to get his compofitions, be they ever fo bad, into 
print, and then the public is peftered with them, according 
to the various circumftances and degrees of the author’s ne- 
ceffities or vanity. It was otherwife among the ancients, 
who faw every thing in manufcript. Nobody would take 
the trouble of tranfcribing bad things, except their authors, 
and even they were under the lefs temptation of being either 
at the pains of copying their works themfelves, or the ex- 
pence 
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pence of paying others to do it for them ; as doubtlefs they 
always fouud it difficult enough to get them off, at fuch a 
price as would be deemed equivalent to the trouble or charge. 
Hence it is that we have fo few bad books from the an- 
cients; and hence it was, that poetry acquired more uni- 
verfal efteem and honour with them, than it does with us. 
They feldom met with any but the works of fuch excellent 
genius’s, as to this day are greatly valued and admired. 
But in our later times, fo large has been the inundation of 
rhiming trumpery from the prefs, that even the name of a 
poet, and of poetry, are become fo cheap, fo contemptible, 
and, in fome inftances, fo abominable, that a real genius is 
often afhamed to be ranked among the fons of the mufes, 
tho’ in company even with Homer, Horace, and Milton. 

As to the piece now before us, it is hard to fay whether 
the author hath outdone the printer, or the printer the au- 
thor: however, they arecertainly very well met, and wor- 
thy of each other. Such of our readers as have feen an un- 
ufually bad impreffion of a common bailad, may form a to- 
lerable idea of the type, on which a performance, of whichthe 
publifher thinks * it was pity to deprive the public,’ is 
printed *, Vide the precious advertifement before- mentioned. 
He very wifely aflures us, that the oeconomy and condu& of 
the poem is admirable, that the defcriptions are noble, the 
{peeches properly adapted, and the fimilies well chofen; but 
poffibly the public may be of another opinion. The follow- 
ing is a {ketch of the fable and bufinefs of the poem. 

Firft, we have an introduction, and invocation to fatire, 
in which there are fome tolerable lines. “Then the ftory be- 
gins to open, at an aflembly of the gods ; where 


‘¢ ‘Jove more than common bright and gay appears, 
And clam’rous joys ran ecchoing thro’ the fpheres. 
Venus alone, with gloomy looks o’erfpread, 
{n fullen filence hung her lovely head. 
Her neighbour Hymen too, who us’d to fland, 
Like trembling lovers waiting her command, 
Now 


* N.B. This noble work is pompoufly advertifed, with terri- 
ble denunciations of legal vengeance on whoever fhall prefume to 
pirate it, it being entered in the hall-book of the company of fta- 
tioners: certainly fuch a precaution was never more neceflary, 
tban in this inftance, where the temptation being fo great, it is to 


be feared few bookfellers would have been honeit enough to have 
refifted it. 
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Now looks afkance, and with a carelefs air, 
In fcorn had turn’d his back upon the fair : 
Which ‘Jove perceiv’d,”—— 


And was very much grieved at this domeftick difcord, as 
the author terms it, and reproves the parties in a fpeech, 
which is clofed by an unaccountable oath that he will not fide 
with either of them: Tho’ he immediately forgets himfelt, 
{miles upon Venus, calls her his child, defires that he may 
remove her cares, and that fhe will leave her caufe to 
him. 

Venus would have replied, but is prevented by Hymen, 
who in a long fpeech begins to let us into the caufe of their 
mifunderftanding ; alledges that fhe takes upon her to be 
very much affronted that he (/1ymen) fhould be fo much 
attached to Plutus, the god of riches; and that peope 
fhould marry under the influence of that deity, without any 
regard to Jove, and in contempt of her power. This flight 
on the queen of beauty Hymen vindicates, and fets forth the 
mifchiefs that Venus has created in the lower world ; againft 
which he afferts go/d to be the only antidote, and fovereign 
remedy, and the nobleft motive to matrimony. This throws 
Venus into a great paffion ; fhe declaims bitterly againft Hy- 
men and Plutus; and denouncing terrible revenge on them, 
away fhe troops, without the leaft ceremony, leaving the 
reft of the deities to confult together, and withdraw, in 
platoons, ** each as aftected.”—But what is here meant by 
platoons we know not. Thus ends the firft canto. 

In canto II. we find Venus flying to /taly, where, fays 
Our poet, 


——Befide Avernus lake, 
Of depth immenfe is feen a gulphy break ; 
A hideous chafm ! 


Upon the brink of this break (which leads to hell) it 
feems is a horrible, but very ancient fabrick, the refidence 
of a deity whom he calls Revenge. Aftera dreadful defcrip- 
tion of this infernal habitation, its owner, and her attendants, 
we havea fpeech of Venus, who complains, to the fury, of 
the violence done to her native rights by Aymen ; and de- 
fires Revenge to inftruct her how to punifh him. Revenge, 
ever fond of mifchief, is mightily pleafed, and intimates 
that fhe fhould be glad to plague the gods; but that the 
feared to break the peace among them; and that Hymen’s 
power was above hers. However fhe hints to Venus how 
fhe 
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fhe might be even with him ; and tells her what to do in 
thefe fix curious lines. | 


<< The facred film beneath your mountain fpread, 

Call’d by his ame, by mortals maidenhead ; 
"This is his facrifice, his dear delight, 

His darling off’ring on the wedding night ; 

Deftroy the lufcious bit before the day, 

Apollo’s art can ne’er the lofs repay.” 


Hereupon Venus fummons all her cupids to meet her at 
Paphos ; thefe little gentry accordingly repair thither from 
all parts of the world, in fuch ‘* endlefs crouds,”’ that, fays 
the author, 


‘<¢ The ambient air can fcarce afford them room.’’ 


Their mother, after reproaching them for trifling away 
their time, fquandering away their darts, and fuftering Hymen 
and Plutus to wlurp their power; gives them the following 
worthy commiffion. 


<¢ Fly round the globe, your charter I enlarge ; 
Take all my power; ply all your cunning arts; 
With fierce defire inflame your fharpeft darts ; 
Let not one virgin mount the marriage bed, 
Nor Hymen ever tafte a maidenhead,” 


The next canto informs us with what eagernefs the mif- 
chievous urchins few to execute their mother’s orders : 


‘¢ To raife the paffions, and inflame the breafts 
Of tender maids, &ec.”’ --——— 





He then defcribes the ravages committed among the fair ; 
the arts ufed by thefe induftrious agents to debauch them, 
in the various fhapes of officers, phyficians, divines, foldiers, 
young Corydons, {miling Philanders, witty Damons, cant- 
ing Nabals, &c. But here his language, images and de- 
{criptions, are all fo monftroufly grofs, and at the fame time 
fo much beyond nature, that he exceeds even the fevereft 
lafhes of ‘fuvenal, whom he profefles to imitate. He has 
three or four lines for which, above all the reft, he really 
deferves fome /everer animadverfions than verbal criticifm. 
Not content with fcandaloufly abufing the whole female fex, 
he cafts his fcurrility, without the leaft fhadow of wit or 
fenfe, 
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fenfe, on fome particular denominations of proteftants, 
wifely judging, as it may be fuppofed, that difference in 
fpeculation, in one body of chriftians from another, muft 
be accompanied with the vileft impurity of morals. But 
be this as it will, how comes any mention of things apper- 
taining to chriftianity, into this poem? 

This canto concludes with 3 or 4 pages defcribing the 
various excefles of immodefty in the manners and fenfuality 
in the lives of the younger females, after this firft general 
pollution; and the mifchievous effects it produces in the 
hymeneal ftate. Canto IV. is entirely a rhapfody on this 
fubject, in which both fexes come in for a fhare in this uni- 
verfal lampoon. ‘The V. refents the mortification and re- 
fentment of Hymen on difcovering the ruin and confufion 
which Venus had created among his votaries, and which 
Plutus could not remedy : In the midft of his rage and re- 
veries, Venus exulting, comes to infult over him, which 
produces a fcolding-bout between the two deities, with 
which the canto ends. 

In the VII. and laft canto, Hymen determined on venge- 
ance upon his apoftate votaries, now all enlifted under the 
banner of the Paphian queen, repairs to Pandora, whom 
he begs to fearch every corner of her box, in hopes to find 
there fome yet unknown dreadful punifhment for them. 
Pandora affures him that her box never had contained fuch 
a plague as he wanted; which could only be had from 
hell ; and to fhew how willing fhe was to oblige him, fhe 
immediately fends for 4/ec7o, whom fhe orders to make a 
compofition of certain loathfome ingredients, which our 

t with his ufual delicacy enumerates. This Hymen is 
dire&ted to apply (in terms ftill equally delicate) in fuch 
manner, as would occafion an odious and infectious diftem- 
per to which the votaries of Venus fhould ever be fubject. 
The nature, fymptoms and progrefs of this difeafe are 
then amply enlarged on ; till Venus, now fufficiently mor- 
tified in her turn, flies to Apollo, for advice in fo new and 
dreadful a cafe. ‘The god of medicine aflures her it is not 
in his power to remedy the evil; and that only Mercury, 
of.all the deities, could affifther. She, however, is much 
affronted at the thought of condefcending to afk a favour 
of fo inferior a god, one whom fhe reckons no better than a 
footman; declares that her votaries fhall fooner continue as 
they are and rot; and accordingly vanifhes in a paffion. 
The remainder of the poem, which is only three pages, 
confifts of a farther defcription of the progrefs of the new 

difeafe, 
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difeafe, which is reprefented as fpreading thro’ all ranks 
and degrees, yy 





~-_ 


Art. vit. The Impoftor deteéted: Or the counterfeit Saint 
turn'd infide out, Containing a full Difcovery of the 
horrid Blafphemies, and Impicties taught by thofe diabclical 
Seducers called Methodifts, under Colour of the only real 
Chriftianity. Particularly intended for the ufe of the city 

of Canterbury, where that myftery of Iniquity has lately 
egun to work. By John Kirkby, Reéfor of Blackman- 
ftone in Kent. Printed for M. Cooper, 8vo. Price 1 5. 


Y the outcries and promifes in the foregoing title-page, 
one might expect great difcoveries to follow, zelating 
‘to the Methedi/ts: But, alas! nothing of that nature occurs 
in this pamphlet. The Impo/fer is fuppofed to be the famous 
Wefley; whom Mr. Kirkby rails at very much, calls him 
impudent Hepewners &c, &c, &c. moft liberally: But 
produces no facts againft him; nothing that anfwers to the 
promife of @ full difcovery of what one would naturally 
imagine ‘was meant by horrid blafphemies and impieties: All 
which the world was fufficiently acquainted with before, 
being chiefly paffages he extraéts, and calls by thefe terrible 
names, from a late pamphlet fuppofed to be written by Mr. 
Wefley, entitled ** A Letter to the reverend Dr, Conyers 
Middleton, occafioned by his Free Enquiry.” 

Mr. Wefley, in moft of his writings, talks a good deal 
about bis /pirit or light within, which is his great criterion 
of a man’s being a true chriftian, If a man have but this, 
‘* forgive, fays Mr. Wefley, his particularities of opinion, 
and (what you think) fuperftitious modes of worfhip. 
Thefe are circumftances but of fmall concern; and don’t 
enter into the effence of his charaéter. Cover them witha 
vail of love, and look at the fubftance: his tempers, his 
holinefs, his happinefs, Can calm reafon conceive either a 
more amiable, or a more defirable charaéter? Away with 
names! Away with opinions! I care not what you are 
called. I afk not (it does not deferve a thought) what opi- 
nion you are of; fo you are confcious to yourfelf, that you 
are the man, whom I have been (however faintly) defcrib- 
ing.” Thus far Mr. Welley. 

This paflage our angry author is prodigioufly difpleafed 
with, ‘Take his own remarks upon it at length. 
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“¢ To make his (Mr. W/ley’s) meaning ftill more plain,” 
fays Mr. Kirkby, ** concerning the contempt he has for all 
the externals of chriftianity, he again exprefly declares, that 
men may effeétually have this internal, or rather infernal af- 
furance, and hold opinions which cannot be defended. Were 
the angel of darknefs has made his incarnate appearance as 
vifible as poffible in the cafe of this unhappy man. For 
what elfe but a devil incarnate can have the impudence to 
face down the world as he does, that he is not only a fin- 
cere chriftian, but one of the moft faithful fons alfo of the 
church of England; while he is here openly profefling a 
religion, if it may be lawful to call it fuch, which is as op- 
pofite to chriftianity as hell is to heaven. But what will 
not fuch induftrious agents of Satan do to carry forward 
their mafter’s work ; who can make fo diabolical a perverfion 
of St. Paul’s words in thus being made all things to all men, 
that by all means they may deltroy fome ? 

We will humour him fo far, continues our author, as to 
confine what he here fhews his contempt fo much of, under 
the titles of /uper/fitious modes, namesand opinions, only towhat 
belongs to chriftianity. ‘Tho’ no queftion needs be made, 
whether one of his ftamp cannot upon occafion make his 
Chrift within equally applicable to Few, Turk or Gentile. 
For thefe can all join with him in profeffing only one fupreme 
God, and have no other difference from one another, in 
religious matters, but in their different opinions about him. 
But to confine ourfelves only to fuch perfons as pretend to 
chriftianity : Don’t we know feveral of thefe to join fo far 
with him in his fpiritual worfhip, as not only to deny that 
Chrift ever confecrated a fucceffion of men to be the fole 
difpenfers of the facraments he inftituted ; but alfo to put 
an equal flight upon the ufe of fuch inftituted means of grace 
at all? In which yet I think that fe& of pretenders to the 
fpirit to be far more confiftent with themfelves than others, 
who reject the former and hold to the latter. 

But let men’s opinions about thefe things be what the 
will, al! are alike tohim, even tho’ they cannot be defended, 
At will be hard to conceive what this chamelion can fup- 
pofe fhould make any opinion incapable of being defended, 
when at the fame time he thus holds them to be things quite 
infignificant. But nonfen‘e is the fmalleft of his failings. Nor 
can any one tell well what he means by opinions. However, 


. I will for once make bold to confine his meaning of the word 


opinion to men’s thoughts only concerning the external 
modes of chriftian worfhip. Since then all preter ders to 
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chriftianity are either fir/? fuch as hold the religious modes 
of baptifm, and the eucharift to be things facred; or, /e- 
condly, fach as account the fame to be nothing elfe but 
mere fuperftitions ; it follows, according to him, that both 
men’s opinions about thefe are things of no manner of confe- 
quence ; for if he had thought otherwife, he muft have 
made his exceptions. And thus we have the holy facra- 
ments of baptifm, and the tremendous * body and blood 
of Chrift depreciated as no other than /uper/titious modes of 
worfbip, circumftances but of {mall concern, things which de- 
ferve not a thought. ‘This is the language he ufes to ingra- 
tiate himfelf with a Quaker or Muggletonian ; while tothe 
ignorant church of England man, as he has ordered it, he can 
fcreen himfelf under the word /uper/titions, and demurely 
tell him ; alas! J here mean only fuch modes of worfbip as are © 
purely fuperftitious : How then can it be imagin’d, that I, 
who am fo diligent in adminiftring the facraments myfelf, 
foould efteem thofe fuch ? 

And is this, do you think, a fit perfon to be admitted 
into thofe holy orders which he fo much defpifes ; or that 
he fhould have the leaft to do either with the adminiftration 
or partaking of thofe facraments which it is plain he only 
ufes as a cloak to his knavery ? Whenever then this pre- 
tended reformer makes the faults he fpies in the church of 
England to be the fubjeé&t of his infults over us, (which we 
know are always to him the moft delicious food) can any 
one conclude, but that we richly deferve it, for ftill retain- 
ing fuch vipers in her bofom ? And I prefume the prefent 
church can harldy be taxed with a more wretched negle&, 
than for tamely fuffering the table of the Lord,to be fo fre- 
quently polluted with the company of thefe unparalleled 
Catholicks; which by ail true Chriftians can be judged as 
nothing lefs than the prophaneft profticution of the blefled 
body and blood of Chrift to the worft of purpofes, For 
what can be worfe, than thus toturn the moft facred my- 
fteries of holy religion to ferve only for a cover ta the moft 
hellifh hypocrify ?”——We could inform this reverend gentle- 
man of a much wor/e proftitution of this facred ordinance, in 
inftances where chriftian charity cannot any way be urged 
in excufe, as it may in the cafe he has mentioned ; but 
the very reverfe: However, we forbear, as the Te/ has no 
relation to the pamphlet before us. 


* A ftrange epithet, where the fubjeé&t is divine love and ten- 
der brotherly affection. 
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The conclufion of Mr. Xrkby’s performance is remark- 
able enough. After many other arguments offer’d to the 
people of Canterbury, to warn them againft being deluded 
aftray by the methodifts, he goes on thus. 

¢* But the moft dreadful confideration to deter you from 
thefe men’s aflemblies is the great danger of it to yourfelf, 
Tertullian, in his Treatife of Shews, attefts it as a fact of 
his own knowledge, that a certain chriftian woman having 
been at a heathen theatre, returned back poffeffed with a 
devil. And the unclean fpirit being afterwards afked, how 
he durft make this attempt upon a Chriftian? Made anfwer ; 
I have reafon for fo dang, having found her at my houfe. 
When therefore at any time you are tempted through an 
idle curiofity to go to hear any of thefe declaimers, confider 
well what you are doing. You are going to hear the facred 
names of God and Chrift blafphemed to the worft of pur- 
pofes, your holy religion impioufly mock’d, and the fenfe- 
lefs cffufions of a diflembling hypocrite interpreted to be 
the language of the Holy Ghoft. You may perhaps think 
yourfelt fafe enough from being feduced by fuch a perfon ; 
but I am afraid feveral, who have thought themfelves as fafe 
in that refpect as you, have yet returned back bewitched 
into a quite contrary mind. And certainly you need not 
be poffefied with a worfe devil, than the fpirit of the above 
mention’d Letter-writer. ‘The devil has his eonverts as 
well as God, and who knows but after fuch a contempt put 
upon your redeemer, you may be left as a prey to him that 

defires nothing more than your deftru€tion.” 

What follows will ftill further fhew the violent fpirits 
and principles of our church-man, who too plainly appears 
to be one of Gordon’s genuine ambaffadors, * and a difpenfer 
of God’s judgments upon thofe who dare to think other- 
wife than as he chufes to allow them. 

** In fine,” fays he, paragraph the laft, ** fcarce any 
confideration can be more melancholy than the ravage we 
fee made by thefe emiffaries of Satan among us at prefent ; 
which feems to be a judgment of heaven upon thefe nations, 
from the prophane contempt which has fo long been put 


_ upon all things facred and religious. Certainly no calami- 


ty has befallen us for many years, which called near fo 
loudly for the folemn fafts and humiliations of the church,. 
to befeech God to preferve us from the vengeance which 
thefe abominable blafphemies and daring impieties threaten 
every day to bring upon us.”—We are, after all, extremely 


* See Gordon's Tracts lately publifhed by Mr. Barron. 
I glad 
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glad to find our author not fo far gone in zeal, as to propofe 
other means for the bringing back thefe deluded people to 
their right minds, than ** conftant and earneft interceffions 
put up for them at the throne of grace.” ‘To which end 
he concludes with applying 2 Zim. ii. 25, 26. G 


_—_>-— 








ART. 1x. The Academic: Or, a Difputation on the State of 
the Univerfity of Cambridge, and the Propriety of the 
Regulations made in it on the 11th of May, and 26th of 
June, 1750. 8v0. Price 1s. Printed for C. Say in 
Newgate-ftreet, 


F ‘this piece we can fay very little that would, pro- 
bably, be much attended to by the generality of our 
readers; as the fubje&t may perhaps be thought of {mall 
moment by moft people, except thofe interefted therein, 
viz. atthe univerfity of Cambridge, where the pamphlet 
itfelf will doubtlefs be read at large, if it is read any where, 
The author indeed imagines that the publick is much con- 
cerned in this matter, as if the very being of our religion, 
or the fafety of the ftate depended on the iflue of the dif- 
putes in this univerfity. But what thefe difputes really are, 
we know not, further than we are made acquainted by the 
pamphlet before us, which however does not exhibit an ac- 
count fo full and clear as we could wifh, in order to our be- 
ing enabled to make an extract from it that might be fa- 
tisfactory to fuch of our readers whofe curiofity might 
prompt them to take notice of any thing on the fubject. All 
we can gather from a perufal of this Di/putation, as ’tis 
called, is in fubftance this. That fome laws have been 
made by the fenate of Cambridge, in order to retrench their 
expeaces, and reform the manners of the youth in that uni- 
verfity. It is intimated alfo, that fome other laws, equally 
ufeful and neceffary, had been propofed, but fome jealous 
fufpicions accidentally entertain’d by the body, that the 
heads were endeavouring to extend their prerogative, pre- 
vented them from receiving its fanction, till thefe fufpicions 
fhould be removed. We find too that great debates and 
party-bickering, have enfued hereon, and ftill fubfift. 
_ That even both our univerfities, (not forgetting that 
in the metropolis of a neighbouring kingdom) are rendered 
of little ufe to the publick, or to the welfare of religion, by 
the idle doétrines and corrupt manners which prevail in 
them, is a truth equaliy notorious and melancholy, and 
D 3 any 
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any effectual {cheme fora thorcugh reformation, or, (if this © 
is impoflible, through the perverfenefs of their members) a 
total abolition of them, would merit the attention of every 
one among us, who is a lover of his country, every well- 
wifher to true chriftianity, to our civil and religious liber- 
ties. But as to thefe narrow, partial regulations, we fhall 
leave them to be fettled juft as thofe concerned fhall deter- 
mine among themfelves, whenever they fhall think fit to 


agree about them. y 





Art. x. Another + Cordial for Low Spirits. By Mr. 
Gordon and others. 12mo. Price bound 3s. Pages 
352. Printed for Griffiths. 


Ta tracts contained in this volume are fuch as the e- 
ditor imagines will be very acceptable to many per- 
fons, both on account of their fcarcity, and the matter they 
contain. Moft of them are either fuch as are known to 
be the late Mr. Gordon’s, as were thofe in the firft volume, 
or fuch as have been generally attributed to him, and never 
owned by any other writer. ‘The titles of them are as in 
the following lift. | 

1. The creed of an independent whig. The author Mr. 
Gordon. 

z. A letter to the author of the independent Whig, 
The author /uppofed to be Mr. Gordon. 

3. A modeft apology for prieftcraft. The author un- 
known. 

4. Prieftianity, or a view of the difparity between the 
apoftles and the modern clergy. By Mr. Gordon. 

5. Remarks upon two late prefentments of the grand 
jury of the county of Mdiddlefex. The author unknown. 

6. A vindication of the quakers. Suppofed by Mr. 
Gordon. 

7. The true piture of a moderntory. By Mr. Gordon, 

8. A new catechifm, with Dr. Hicks’s 39 Articles. 
Recommended by Mr. Gordon, in the dedication to the 
firft volume of the independent whig. 

9. An addrefs to conforming Arians. By Mr. Hallett, 
of Exeter. . 

ro. A remarkable prayer. 

Mr. Barron has prefixed a preface to thofe tra&ts, which 
is written with fuch an extraordinary degree of freedom, 


t See the ift Vol. in our Review for the preceding month. 
t <a we 
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we cannot help giving it our readers entire, as it will enable 
them to form a true idea both of the editor’s principles, and 
real motives for publifhing thefe traéts, and likewife of the 
nature of the tracts themfelves. 


Preface to the Cordial for Low Spirits. 


¢¢ The former collection of tracts under this title, confifted 
of fuch as were written by the late Mr. Gordon. ‘That we 


did not impofe upon the world in afcribing them to him, | 


(as fome through ignorance, others through malice, have 
fuggefted) all the intimate friends of that author very well 
know. ‘The two apologies for Alberoni, it has been gene- 
rally faid, firft recommended him to the efteem and friend- 
fhip of the excellent Mr. Trenchard. This I have heard 
mentioned as a fa€&t, by thofe who had an opportunity of 
knowing the truth of it. And befides, to fuch as are ac- 
guainted with his other writings, the fimilarity of fenti- 
ments, ftyle and manner of thefe, will be a fufficient 
evidence that Mr. Gordon was the author. From the 
tract entitled, The Charaéter of an Independent Whig, 
(which was publifhed before the weekly paper, fo called, 
was fet up) he took as many paragraphs as he thought fuf- 
ficient for one paper, which is the 41{t number of the fe- 
cond volume. But as the whole is excellent, and as he 
omitted as many good paragraphs as thofe he borrowed from 
it, it was thought proper to publifh that trac entire. There 
is reafon to believe, that the author had a defign of repub- 
lifhing his apologies for Alberoni, and adding them to the 
Independent Whig. For we have lately feen a copy of 
thofe tracts, which belonged to Mr. Gordon, corrected, as 
fuppofed, with his own hand ; and in fuch a manner, as 
plainly fhews he defigned it for the prefs. From thefe cor- 
rections appears the candour of his fou! : (Peace be with it!) 
For what he had faid of the priefts, and the church in ge- 
neral, in that copy he limited and qualified; confining all 
fuch expreffions to the bigh-prie/ts, and high-church. That 
many of the prefent clergy are zealous for civil liberty, and 
enemies to all perfecution and fpiritual tyranny, is readily 
acknowledged ; and to diftinguifh thefe from the reft of the 
black tribe, is bat common juftice. However, as the editor 
had no authority to infert thofe corrections, the apologies 
were publifhed in our firft impreffion according to the ori- 
ginal editions; and notwithftanding all the noife of ign 
rant zealots, and prieft-ridden rabble, he is ftill of opinion, 
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that the re-publifhing thofe tracts is both ufeful and feafons 
able. ‘To be flandered and reviled, has been the common 
portion of thofe, who have called upon mankind to affert 
their liberty. The great Milton, whofe name and writings 
will be immortal, complains of the ill treatment he met = 
with for his free and generous principles, inthe following = § 
manner : | 





I did but prompt the age to quit their clogs 

By the known rules of ancient liberty, 

When firaight a barbarous noife invirons me 
Of owls, and cuckoes, affes, apes, and dogs; 
But this is got by cafting pearls to hogs. 


The expreffion in the title page of the firft edition of the 
firft volume, of bleffed memory, has given great offence to 
fome perfons, as if it bordered upon propbanenefs. In vine 
dication of himfelf, the editor thinks it fufficient to obferve, 
that the clergy do generally apply the fame expreflion to 
king Charles 1, who was no faint, nora martyr, in the true 
fenfe of the word: That he was a tyrant, the whole hi- 
ftory of his reign evidently fhews ; and how he came to be 
fo much extolled by the high-priefts, we all know. He 
was not more obftinate in his own mif-government, than 
in defending their pride and trumpery ; indeed, he died for 
both: And for this reafon, the priefts have fainted, and 
almoft adored him. Now, if it be natural for the clergy 
to beftow elogiums and high praifes on that king, for his + 
zeal and fond attachment to them ; is it net equally natural, 
equally juft for us laymen, to efteem and honour fuch as 
have been the aflertors of our liberty? Every man’s me- 
mory is b/effed, who has been a benefactor to the world, and 
done good to his country. And that our author is of this 
clafs of men, muft be acknowledged by all the lovers of 
Jiberty: And it may be faid with the greateft truth, that 
he was one of the moft ufeful writers of the age. I know 
that he is thought by many to have been a Dei? : But ad- 
mitting that, none of his writings are againft chriftianity, 
but highly ferviceable to it. They are all in defence of 
private judgment, and the rights of mankind, in oppofition 
both to civil and religious bondage. ‘The late Dr. Codex 
was a believer, but what were the fruits of his faith? 

Did his belief of the Chriftian religion make him humble, 
meek, and merciful? No; he was a proud prieft, a vile 
perfecutor, an ufurping prelate. I have been told by a 
gentle- 
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gentleman, who never told a lye, that during the few 
years that Codex was bifhop of Lincoln, there were more 
profecutions in the fpiritual court there, by his influence 
and order, for tythes, and other prieftly demands, than 
there had been from the reformation down to that time : 
What could any infidel have done worfe? For my part, I 
fear not to fay, that I think Mr. Gordon was a much better 
man, than Dr. Codex. An infpired apoftle tells us, that 
faith without works, i.e. good works, is dead ; by which 
he means, that it will not avail any man to falvation : 
And, I doubt not, but a virtuous infidel will have more 
favour fhewn him, than a wicked prieft. The principles 
of Codex, and his enflaving f{chemes, have promoted infi- 
delity more than all the writings of infidels. Their books 
are eafily anfwered, and their arguments fhewn to be weak 
and inconclufive ; but it is impoffible to vindicate chriftia- 
nity with the appendages of Codex: And, therefore, if we 
have not underftanding and honefty to feparate the true re= 
ligion of Jefus from the corruptions of priefts, we muft all 
become infidels. 

After having faid this, the editor will not be furprized to 
hear himfelf called a Def. ’Tis the way of the priefts; 
whoever oppofes their craft, is always marked out to be an 
infidel. They do not confider that this charge will affeé& 
the apoftles themfelves: For they travelled thro’ vaft regi- 
ons, to demolifh fuperftition and fpiritual tyranny. Every 
one knows the arts ufed by pagan priefts, the various modes 
of their worfhip ; their images, altars, bowings, veftments ; 
all inftituted under the fpecious pretence of exciting devotion 
in the people, and doing honour to the gods: But the chri- 
ftian religion calls all chefe the works of the devil, to de 
which was one end of Chrift’s coming into the world ; and 
wherever his religion was received, all thefe things fled be~ 
fore it. ‘To be plain, what have prieftcraft, fuperftition, 
and fpiritual tyranny ; what have tythes, bifhops, caflocks, 
lawn-fleeves, and fpiritual courts to do with the Chriftian 
religion? Can any man that reads the New Teftament, 


think that God Almighty intended the gofpel to be an en-. 


gine for the advancement of fome men, and for enflaving 
all the reft? Are any of the fchemes of Codex, the power, 
pomp and pride of prelates to be found there? No; it con- 
demns them all, Every man, with an eye half open on 
the fcriptures, may fee that all the power of priefts is ufur- 
pation, and an antichriftian tyranny ; that all their honours 
and dignities, their names and titles, are a contradiétion 
both 
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both to the precepts and example of the bleffed author of 
our religion. Does the New Teftament give to the priefts 
the tenth of our property, and authorize them to harrafs 
and plague, diftrefs and ruin us when we refufe to pay it, 
or when we are not able to pay it? Does the gofpel infult 
common fenfe, by drefling up a fet of men in antique garbs, 
to delude the vulgar, and procure reverence from the mob ¢ 
Do the fcriptures give to any men a power to meet together, 
under the name of /ynods, councils, convocations, or affembltes 
of divines, to decree rites and ceremonies, and make articles 
of faith; and ruin all that will not praétife the one, and 
damn all that cannot believe the other? Let them anfwer 
thefe queftions. 

And here I afk further, how the conduct of the priefts is 
confiftent with the belief of the Chriftian religion? Do 
they not fubfcribe the articles of Calvin, and yet preach 
againft them? Do not fome of them, who fubfcribe 4tha- 
nafian articles, and read Athanafian prayers, profels Unita- 
rian principles? Do not many that read the Athanafian 
creed cifbelieve it ; and thereby pronounce a fentence of 
damnation upon themfelves? Can it be thought, that thefe 
men who thus prevaricate in the very act of worfhip, 
and fport with the terrors of the Almighty, are believers of 
the Chriftian religion ; which condemns all fraud and hys 
pocrify, all infincerity and double-dealing; and requires 
truth in the heart and life? : 

And now I expect it will be faid, that I have abufed t 
clergy... To which [ anfwer, that fuch of the clergy as are 
lovers of liberty, and encouragers and promoters of a re- 
formation in the church, I highly reverence and efteem : 
But all fuch as are enemies to free enquiry, all that labour 
to promote prieftcraft, and fpiritual tyranny ; as a lover 
of liberty and of mankind, I defpife and abominate. How 
can they, who proftitute religion to the vileft purpofes, 
look for any reverence or refpect? We value all other forts 
of men in proportion to their ufefulnefs to fociety, and 
their endeavours to do good. A phyfician is defervedly 
‘efteemed, becaufe heemploys his knowledge and {kill to de- 
liver us from our maladies; but what an execrable villain is 
he that poifons his patient? Why fhould the laity be de- 
fpifed and hated, when they abufe their profeflions, and 
pervert their feveral callings to publick mifchief; and yet 
the clergy complain of contempt for perverting the facred 
function? Do they not make that religion, which teaches 
benevolence and love more than any other religion, to be 
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the occafion of difcord and animofities, diftrefs and ruin to © 


many ;. and thus fight its author under his own banners? 
With the doctrine of humility in their mouths, do they not 
afpire after high titles, dignities, and honours above others? 
Blefs us! what would thefe madmen have? refpect, when 
they deferve contempt? reverence, when they merit in- 
dignation? Their bufinefs is to ftudy the fcriptures, to ex- 
hort men to the practice of righteoufnefs, to fet forth the 
various duties of human life; and by this means to promote 
and advance the publick peace, and the general welfare. 
Let them diveft themfelves of all craft, all worldly views, 
all ambitious defigns, and employ themfelves in their pro- 
per duty; and they will want no refpect, nor encourage- 
ment in their feveral ftations. But to complain of con- 
tempt, without confidering the caufes from whence that 
contempt proceeds, is abfurd and ridiculous. I can tell 
them, that if thefe caufes be not removed, the contempt 
will foon become univerfal. As they call themfelves the 
minifters of Jefus, and fucceffors to the apoftles, let them 
fhew us that they bear a refemblance to Chrift and the 
apoftles. For my part, I profefs that I can fee no likenefs 
at all betwixt them. Chrift faid, that his kingdom was 
not of this world; and accordingly he did not feek the 
riches of this world, nor affeét its honours. ‘The apoftles, 
in like manner, had no worldly grandeur, no titles of ho- 
nour; nor did they diftinguifh themfelves from the reft of 
mankind by their garbs and veftments. (mark that!) Com- 
pare the pride, avarice and ambition of the priefts with the 
humility and difintereftednefs of the apoftles: compare the 
behaviour of priefts with the direétions laid down for mi- 
nifters in the new teftament ; where is the likenefs ?: where 
is the affinity? with what face can the priefts refer their 
hearers to the fcriptures, as the rule of life and manners, 
when their pride, avarice and ambition are fuch a contra- 
_ dition to the fcriptures? From this difagreement, arifes 
all that contempt which they complain of, ‘Thefe things 
are juftly obferved, and fully difcuffed in this colleétion of 
tracts; to which another volume will fhortly be added, 
and in the preface to that, I fhall give my thoughts upon 
fome other things. In the meantime, I conclude with 
this obfervation, viz. that the priefts have cumbered the 
ground and curfed the earth for ages paft; hut we hore 
that the time of our redemption draweth nigh * 


RicHARD BARRON. 
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Arr. x1. The Battiad, Canto the firft and fecond, Folio, 
Price 6d. each. 


WO canto’s of a poem of this name have been pub- 
lifhed within a little diftance of time, and the world 
is made to expect a third: indeed there may be fufficient 
fcope for a three hundredth, if the bufinefs of the poem 
advance no fafter in the fucceeding, than it does in the laft of 
thefe canto’s. We omitted taking notice of the firft canto 
feparately, becaufe we expected a fecond foon, and deter- 
mined not to give the reader the trouble of two articles, 
where one might ferve. 

The poem is one of the beft modern produétions of its 
kind: there is good verfification, pointed fatire, and a 
thorough knowledge of the characters in it. It is of the 
number of thofe pieces however, which want great expla- 
nation, in regard to the public in general, few but thofe 
acquainted with the medical world, at prefent, underftand- 
ing it; and we are forry to obferve, that in our explana- 
tion, it will fometimes appear, that though the poem is not 
a bad one, the fubjeét of it certainly is fo; and, that though 
‘its authors muft be allowed a knowledge of their characters, 
that they have chofen to give the world only the worft 
fide of them. 

The poem is called the Baitiad, from Battus the chief 
charaéter in it, a name unluckily like that of a phyfician 
of great character and reputation ; its fubje@ isa chimeri- 
cal one, no lefs than the deftruétion that at this time 
threatens the college of phyficians, from their having re- 
fufed to admit a phyfician whofe name is Schomberg, and 
whom they thought they had fome reafon to diflike, inte 
their body. 


Much it imports the bus’nefs to explain 

That fhook the puny ftate of Warwick-Lane. 
a What mifchiefs threat our ftate, 
Now ruin perches on our College gate. 

There graduate Schomberg for his anfwer ftands, 
Examin’d thrice, his anfwer loud demands, 


People who are pleafed, or who intend to be pleafed 
with the poem, if hitherto unacquainted with the fubject of it, 
will not be the lefs fo for a fhort information of what this 
puny ftate is, what this confequential graduate is, and of 
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what nature the ruin is, that threatens the former for its 
contempt of the latter. 

The college of phyficians of London, whofe place of 
meeting is in Warwick Lane, are impowered by their char- 
ter to take cognizance of all who practife phyfick, in and 
near London ; to examine them as to their abilities in their 
profeffion, and as to their moral characters; and if judged 
properly qualify’d, to give them licence to practice; if o- 
therwife to interdi& them ; and in cafe of male-pradtice, 
or of other improprieties, in which the publick good is 
concerned, to commit the offender to prifon. Thefe are 
powers given by royal charter, but the laft of them, the 
body has always been fo tender of putting in execution, 
that people have even queftioned whether they had it. As 
the being made a licentiate of the college of phyficians is 
neceflarily attended with fomeexpence, that body has al- 
ways deferred the calling the young phyficians into it, till 
they have eftablifhed themfelves fo far, as to be affured 
that it is worth their while to remain in town; and even 
after this, if no glaring improprieties appear in their con- 
du&, there is not an inftance of a man’s ever having 
been refufed the indulgence of more time, and that a great 
deal too, after he has been called upon, on his only hint- 
ing, that the circumftances of his affairs made the expence 
at that time inconvenient to him. ‘The expence we mutt 
obferve, however, in juftice to the body, was never great, 
and is at prefent likely to be made much lefs by the joint 
confent of every member of it. 

The gentleman in whofe caufe this poem is written, 
had practifed fome years as a phyfician in London; when 
the college gave him notice, among fome others under the 
fame circumftances, of their intention of examining him 
m the ufual form, and admitting him a licentiate of their 
body: inftead of paying the proper refpeét to the no- 
tice he had received, he quarrelled with the names of the 
perfons to be examined at the fame time, and treated with 
fome haughtinefs thofe who had treated him with what 
he chofe to call the contempt of ordering him to be ex- 
amined with fuch people. 

The college of phyficians, unluckily for Dr. Schomberg, 
took it into their heads, that they and not he, were the 
judges of what perfons it was proper for them tocall upon ; 
and were not in a humour to be diétated to in this man 
ner, They examined the perfon againft whofe qualificati- 
ons the doétor had feemed moft to except, and not only 
pafled 
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paffed him, but found reafon to do it with peculiar ho- 
nour: few that have come before them have indeed ac- 
quitted themfelves better. Some frefh infults gave the 
college more caufe of complaint; and they proceeded 
to interdi&t Dr. Schomberg, ’till he fhould have given them 
fuch a fatisfa&tion as to his conduét, as became him to give, 
and fuch a body to receive. 

It is among the laws of the college, that phyficians 
who have degrees from our own univerfities only, can be 
admitted fellows of it, or can fupply the offices, and difcharge 
the truft repofed in the body ; thofe of other univerfities 
can only be licentiates. Dr. Schomberg procured, during 
the period of thefe animofities, the degree of a doctor of 
phyfick from Cambridge, and thus fupported demanded his 
admittance a fecond time among them, not as a licentiate, 
but as one of their body. Unanimity is‘one of the fun- 
damentals of the college of phyficians. It is not a wonder 
that they did not wifh to admit among them one who 
came in abfolute defiance: and, to this it is to be added, 
that fomething more is required in the man who is to be 
honoured with a feat among that body, and with an office 
of truft, than from one who is barely declared qualify’d to 
practife in his profeffion by it. 

The offices of cenfors in the college, are plainly offices 
of truft. The laws of the kingdom declare none qualified to 
hold fuch but natural-born fubjeéts : naturalization by parlia- 
ment, though it gives many privileges, does not, cannot 
give this. It appeared to the college, that this gentleman 
was not a natural-born fubject ; and it therefore appeared 
impoffible, as well as undefireable, to admit him to the 
honour he demanded, though he had been regularly thrice 
examined. 

Thus ftands the quarrel, which has given rife to this an- 
gry poem: the plain ftate of it is, that Dr. Schomberg 
thinks himfelf highly aggrieved, in that he cannot, though 
dire&tly againft the laws of the country, force himfelf in 
amongft a body of men of the firft reputation and honour, 
whom he has intentionally offended in the groffeft manner, 
and who have not even intended to offend him. The he- 
roe of the poem Battus, as he is called, has fallen under 
his high difpleafure for the great crime of fuppofing that - 
there was fome fort of dignity in a royal college of phyfi- 
cians ; and for fuppofing himfelf as a member of that body, 
engaged to do his part in the fupporting it; and the fame 
heavy caufe of quarrel ftands alfo againft all the reft. 
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The bufinefs of the-poem is a meeting of the college of 
phyficians, and a refolution of not fuffering Dr. Schamberg 
to come inamong them ; Battus is introduced declaiming 
againft it, and half a dozen other characters are brought in 
for the fake the of authors being fevere upon them. Let us 
hear the crimes laid to their charge; Dr. 4d ms is accufed 
of having the gout; Dr. D d of being fix foot high, 
not over fat, and of not walking fo nicely as a dancing 
mafter ; Sr. William Br n of looking not like a fool, 
and Dr. Ch n—cy of being hindmoft. Horrible crimes! 
what readers blood does not run cold at the very mention 
of them! With his fecond great charaéter, whom he is 
pleafed to call Pocus, it is much otherwife; he is accufed 
of being a man midwife; and his firft and greateft, that is 
Battus, of being an agreeable companion, as well as a good 
phyfician. There is indeed a glance at the moral character 
of this gentleman, accufing him of no Iefs a crime, 
than the having found out, that he had been in an error, 
and quitted it as foon as he did fo: but as the poet has not 
found it convenient to put this piece of good nature into 
verfe, we are not to condefcend to take any farther no- 
tice of it. We have very good authority for declaring it 
indirect and illegal, for a man who means to write a fatyr 
in rhime, to put the fevereft thing he can fay in it, into 
profe. 

The poem, though a good one, is much unequal to itfelf 
in the feveral parts: nothing 1s more evident, than thae 
it is a dif which feveral cook shave been employed in the 
making. ‘Thevirulence we fhould, to give our opinion can- 
didly, attribute to the graduate himfelf ; the condué of the 
poem to the author of the Chap/et ; and the good lines, for 
there are many in it, to the author of AZanners. It is de- 
dicated to that battered butt, Dr. Richard Rocé. 














Great Rock, to thee I dedicate my lays, 
Tho’ no degree thy equal merit raife: 
Yet thall your fkill to lateft times endure ; 


Like graduates oft you kill, like them you fometimes 
cure, 


Wou’d one with to fee better proof of more than one 
author to this poem, than the obferving the high honour 
with which the term graduate is mentioned in our for- 
mer quotation, and the contempt with which it is treated 
here ; but we find that graduate is a very different thing 
when 
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when apply’d to the members of a college, and to fo great 
aname as Dr. Schomberg; not to quarrel with the auk- 
wardnefs of the thy and your, within two lines of one ano- 
ther, we cannot but think the graduate ought to get his 
whole fentence erazedin the future editions, if future edi- 
tions fhould happen, of this work. 
The character of Battus, though not fo full of real fatire as 
the author intended, is fo full of poetry, that we thall 
ive it the reader, with our obfervations, as a fpecimen of 
the excellence of the piece in that way. 


Firft Battus came, deep read in worldly art, 
Whofe tongue n’ere knew the fecrets of his heart. 


We fuppofe the author means, that it never told them, 


In mifchief mighty, tho’ but mean of fize, 
And, like the tempter, ever in difguife ; 
See him with afpe& grave, and gentle tread, 
By flow degrees approach the fickly bed. 


This is unqueftionably a horrible accufation ; we intreat 
the graduate himfelf to profit of the example. 


Then, at his club, behold him alter’d foon, 
The folemn doétor turns a low buffoon ; 

And he who Jately in a learned freak, 

Poach’d every Lexicon, and publifh’d Greek ; 
Still madly emulous of vulgar praife, 

From Punch’s forehead wrings the dirty bays. 


Query, is it a crime in a man, that can publifh Greek, 


to be merry and jovial upon occafion? 

We fhall conclude our obfervations on this canto, with 
a quotation taken more at large: the fpeech of Pocus * 
feems to appear the mafterpiece of the whole to the authors 
themfelves, and has a right toa preference on this occafion. 


By Zdipol! my Battus, here I fwear, 

J, undifmay’d, with thee will greatly dare, 
With thee I'll mifinterpret, meanings ftrain, 
Or wade thro’ miry roads of deep chicane ; 


* On reading this name, the reader will have avery clear idea 
of Dr. Ne=sd—2. 
As 
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As hounds together in one couple ty’d, 

As Pope and Devil fitting fide by fide; 

As Mountebank and quaint Jack-pudding join, 
So ever mix thy friendly name with mine. 

Nor think I’ve idly flept § you know my trade 
Is nature’s dark recefles to invade : 

Thro’ alleys groping, lo! I fet to view 

The affidavit of a half-ftarved Jew, 

And did not I my critick fkill difplay, 

See my epiftle upon O. and A. 

Man, haughty man, indebted to the brutes; 
Affumes that name which beft his nature fuits ; 
Hero’s are lions in a human fhape, 

A fox the ftatefman, and the beau an ape. 
‘Then to reward the yearnings of my foul, 
Salute your midwife by the name of AZ/e. 

Nor think I'll ever from your banners fly; 

I Schomberg hate, you know the reafon why ; 
Perhaps too oft his bufy fire I meet ; 
That curfed chariot rolls thro’ every ftreet ; 

. Perhaps—I know’ not what inflames my rage; 
But youthful ardor thaws my frozen age ; 
Sleeplefs I lie, I foam, I tofs, I rave, 

Mad as the prieftefs in Apollo’s cave. 


There is more of it; but this will do. er 

After fo much faid of the firft canto of this poem, lef 
will ferve for the fecond. It is evident enough, that the 
fame authors have been concerned in the planing, writing, 


conducting, and furnifhing the materials for it ; and that. 


the fame fpirit, not at all blunted by the confequences of 
the firft, runs though it. As the former was addrefled to Dr! 
Rak, this is to Dr. Battus. It fets out well: 


O thou, great chief of phyfick and grimace ! 

Thou modern ‘Janus with a double face ; 

Tho’ long detain’d, behold me once again, 

Unbid your poet mingles in your train. 

From when the lark falutes the rifing ray; 

*Till the fell owl at evening fcours for prey; 

I’ll pay the tribute to thy worth’ fublime; 

In all the vaft variety of rhime, 

Nor think to make your Harlequin efcapes, 

Know I will hunt you thro’ your Proteus’ {rapes} 

Whig, jack, or tory; change to what you will, 

Believe me, Battus, 1 will hold you ftill. | 
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From this exordium the poet proceeds to tell us, that the 
college had.adinner; that they eat raw venifon, and drank 
good Burgundy; that after dinner Battus told them of fome- 
thing that he had in his thoughts, and myfterioufly kept the 
meaning from them ;’ that the company went home; and 
there’s an end of the poem, Is not this of the nature of 
certain ftories, which, after they are concluded, are.apt to 
produce the unlucky queftion, and what then? when we 
think we are coming to the bufinefs, we find we have loft 
the poem. 

The great fecret intended to be conveyed to the world by it, 
feems to be the betraying a fomebody behind the curtain. 


But in a certain place there dwells a wight, 

Perhaps a doétor, and perhapsa knight; 

Who taught by prudence, deep from view retires 
Skulks ’twixt the fcenes, and pulls your punch’s wires. 


Suppofe the reader fhould anfwer to this: ‘ Perhaps he is 
not a doctor, perhaps he is not a knight, and perhaps he 
lives no where ; would not there be at Jeaft as much truth, 
as much meaning, and as much perfpicuity in the expref- 
fion? 

The only two new characters introduced in this. canto, 
are Dr. Mead and Dr. Monkley. The firft of thefe is ce- 
lebrated for not going to the college, a thing which is not 
true; The fecond for having thick lips, a thing which is ; 
and which we take it for granted, the auther of the fatire 
finds to bea circumftance of vaft importance, tho’ we can- 
not. The part of this canto, which appears moft confide- 
rable to the authors of it, feems to be the fpeech of Pocus. 
The poet, ftill true to his firft principle, that this gentleman 

is a better fpeaker than Battus, will pull all the great things 
from his mouth. 


And thus he mumbled in his Battus’ ear, 
Thy views I read not, yet I fhake with fear ; 
For from a friend endu’d with fecond fight, 
And prompted by the vifions of the night, 

T hefe accents broke. I feel my breaft on fire, 
And utter truths; retire, profane, retire. 

See mighty legions rufhing to the war, 

‘Their burnifh’d armor glitters from afar, 

And now their floating banners they unfold, 
The names of Camand Jfs glare in gold ;. 
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Our nervelefs fquadrons from their fury run, 

So birds of night avoid the piercing fun ; 

While Battus, Pocus, by their friends forlorn; | 
Conténtious twins are dodm’d to endlefs fcorn, 

Maids, wives, and children, hoot them every wheres 

And ballads fing the difappointed pair, 

Even farthing piftures fhew, in poftures quaint, 

Th’ affe&ted patriot, and the obfterick faint, 


This is very pretty, but we.are afraid it is not very true: 
thefe hootings, ballads, and farthing pictures, have not 
reach”d out ears Or eyes yet, nor, we are apt to believe, any 
body’s elfe, except the ideal ones of the authors: poffibly the 
junto at the Shake/pear’s head * would be as good a fubje&t for 
a Hogarth as the other, 

An abfolute union between our univerfities; and the col- 
lege of phyficians is indifputably to the intereft and honour 
of both ; the giving at leaft an apparent fight toa man dif- 
approv’d by one of thefe bodies to be admitted into the other, 
cannot be fuppofed an act of friendfhip; or fuch a one as 
Could tend to the fupport of that union, any more than the 
extending the privilege of being admitted to this honour, 
beyond the bounds of thofé univerfities. Where bodies 
mean well to one another, inadvertencies may happen, 
but they can beof no ill confequence. The union fo natu~ 
ral, fo neceflary, between thefe focieties, feems now upon a 
more lafting footing than it was, or ever could be, by any 
other fteps than fuch ashave been taken. What was fo much 
to be wifhed, as that no man éould be a member of the one, 
without having received the due honours at the other? What 
fo juft, as that the recommendation of the body of men, of 
all the world moft able to judge, and leaft likely to be pre- 
judiced, fhould be the teftimony of the perfons eferving 
thofe honours who follicits them. Lf 


* A tavern in Cévent.garden, where a club of the friends of the 
graduate méet, whofe names, if one had as little regard to de- 
cency and good manners, as the authors of this poem, would pro- 


bably appear here in as whimficala light, as thofeof the heroes of 
the Battiad. 
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Art. x11, APHORISMI PRACTICI ; /veobfervationes 
medica, tam veterum quam recentiorum quos in ufum medi- 
cine Tyronum collegit, & in ordinem alphabeticam digeffit 
Radulphus Schomberg, 4. D. 


eS H1S is an oétavo of about two hundred pages, hand- 
fomely printed, and dedicated to Dr. Bernard ; its 
author is a brother of the graduate’s, celebrated in the pre- 
ceding article. This gentleman is fettled at Yarmouth, 
where he practifes with fuccefs, and where he has devoted 
thofe hours of leifure, which a young phyfician muft always 
have, to the colleéting inftru€tions in the form of aphorifms 
for himfelf, and for every other phyfician of his ftanding, 
from authors whom it is a credit to him to fhew himfelf fo well 


acquainted with. ‘The aphorifms are fuccinct, intelligible, ' 


of confequence, and fhew a critical knowledge of more of the 
authors from whom they are collected, than concerns only 
thofe paffages. ‘There are fome of them that fly a little in 
the face of the prefent mode of common praétife indeed, but 
they are not to be too haftily condemned for that. Thecol- 
le€tor feems to have thrown them thus in the way of obfer- 
vation, to put thofe who have moft opportunities of deciding 
the controverfy upon the doing it. ‘There are not wanting 
fome things of his own; they are few, modeftly aflerted, 
and carry conviction with them: there are fome authors he 
has been obliged to indeed, in places, which, were we to 
have judged of them, we would have avoided ; but our dif- 
fering from him in opinion, in regard to the works of an- 
other, is no proof that he is in the wrong. Upon the 
whole, nobody will deny him the character of a judicious 
collector, nor does he feem ambitious of a greater: 
the man who can retain the knowledge contained in this 
fmall compafs, will not be at a Jofs to give an account 
of his profeffion, or to know what intention he is te pre- 
fcribe in, evenunder any uncommon fymptoms. Je 





Ar. x11. Philofophical Tranfaétions, Ne 490. 


HIS number confifts of 90 pages, befide an index to 
the whole forty-fifth volume of thefe works, and five 
copper plates; the two firft reprefenting an antient fhrine 
mn two views; the third, @ plan of the tewn of eae” ; 
the 
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the fourth a frame of an infcfiption, a medal, an antique 
date, and fome Belemnitea ; and the fifth, a number of mi- 
erofcopical figures of the firft appearances of animals and ve- 

getables from putrified fubftances. The articles of which 
this number is compos’d are feven. The firft is an account 
of the fhrine figured in the two firft plates, its author a’ 
perfon very capable of writing on fuch a fubjeét, Dr. Stakely: 

The fhrine is one of the few antiquities of -its kind, that 

have efcaped the - diffolution of abbeys ; it is of oak plated 

over with copper, and the figures, which are very numerous, 

chafed in gold. The ground is enamelled with blue: in the 

ridge it is ornamented with cut cryftals fet tranfparent. Its 

length is twelve inches, its height ten and a half, its 

breadth near five inches. . 

It is the opinion of Dr. Stukely, that this came from Cray 
land abbey in Lincolnfbire, and that its ufe had been to re- 
ceive the reliques of a faint, as was the general cuftom. He 
determines it from the workmanfhip to be Saxon, and near 
nine hundred years old. ‘The ftory expreffed by the figures 
on it, he explains to be that of the murder of lord Theodore, 
the then abbot of Croyland, who, on the 25th of September 
in 870 was beheaded at the high altar by the Danes, as he 
was officiating pontifically there: The monks all fuffered 
with him; and, after the devaftation, fome of the religious, 
who had fled, returning, probably performed this laft office 
for him. The abbot Goddrick, who was his fucceflor, 
feems reprefented in another part of the fhrine putting his 
body into a fhroud, while angels are carrying his foul to 
heaven. It were to be wifhed, that every fubjeét which 
falls in the way of the Royal Society, were to fall into the 
hands of perfons qualified to explain, and illuftrate it in this 
manner. 

The fecond article is an account of the eclipfe of the fun 
in ‘fuly 1748, obferved at Aberdour caftle in Scotland by 
Mr. Le Monnier of Paris, who made a journey thither, on 
purpofe to fee theeclipfe annular; but this was of the num- 
ber of thofe intentions, which do not fucceed: Aberdour 
caftle was not the place, where that eclipfe was, or could:be 
annular. ‘Fhe darknefs, we are told, was not great there ; 
but the fky appeared of a faint languid colour; and the planet 
Venus became vifible at the time of the greateft dutkynefs, 
Among the other material circumftances, that made this French 
aftronomer amends for his journey, we find it recorded, that a 
little after the middle of the eclipfe, fome clouds below the 
fun were tinged on their edges with colours like thofe of tho 
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rainbow.;. that the fun was,more than two yards off Mr,. 
LeMonnier at the time of the eclipfe, for that being fhorts, | 
fighted he could not difcover any thing of the eclipfe with, 
his.naked eyes; that the body of the moon was not vifible. 
till foe touched the fun Such are the words of the author, 
without which, we are apt.to believe, noaftronomer in the 
world would ever have believed the moon in an eclipfe did. 
touch the fun at all ; and that the barometer, which had been 
falling feveral days, rofe. during the eclipfe, which was 
deuboavine to it, ) 

?Tis an old obfervation, that a woman neyer writes her, 
mind but in the poftcript of her letter: People acquainted. 
with this, read that part firft, or perhaps thatonly, ’Tis.a 
rule that may be extended, we find, to the philofophick 
world. Mr. Short, in a poftcript to his account, tells us, 
that with his great reflecting telefcope he is able plainly to, 
difcover, that the darker parts of the moon’s furface, ufur 
ally taken to be water, are not fo, but that. they have-un- 
even furfaces: We can join our own private teftimony to 
this, from the like obfervations made with a feventy fiye 
foot refraftor: But the fecretary to the royal fociety ;avers, 
that he has difcovered them to be waters by the different 
angle exhibited by the fide of a mountain which he traced 
down one night from its prominent top into the depth of 
one of thefe feas, and which gave juft the fame broken 
appearance as a ftick thruft half its length into clear 
water. 

«In the third article is a philofophical and critical differta- 
tion on two Belemnite, by Mr. David Erfkine Baker, intro- 
duced to the notice of the fociety by the worthy prefident of 
it. It has been a point long difputed between Woadward and 
the other naturalifts of the laft age; and between HAi/l and 
Dacoffa of the prefent, whether the delemnite are native 
foffils, as pebbles and cryftals are; or whether they are 
remains of fea animals, as the teeth, fhells, and other 
parts of fifhes, found buried in the earth at this time in 
many places: Much has been faid on both fides, but the 

ecifion is difficult, and adhuc /ub judice lis eff might have 

een faid before this author publifhed his determination of it. 
His decifion is, that they are remains of animal bodies, 
. and it is probably a juft one: As to his reafons, they have, 
been already urged and anfwered fo often, that we cannot 
pay our readers fo ill a compliment to repeat them. The 
fecretary who publifhes this paper fhould however have 
looked back to a very late paper of Mr. Dacoffa, publifhed 
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by himfelf alfo in the fame work, and having found every 
thiig this callow philofopher urges in behalf of their being 
animal remains, already confuted there, he fhould not have 
republifhed fuch arguments here. 

The fourth article is an account of a mixt breed of 
apples, from fome adulterous and inceftuous communica- 
tion between the bloffoms of the kindred trees. Its author 
is Mr. Benjamin Cooke of the Ile of Wight, a gentleman 
who has already fhewn his attachment to the great ‘bufinefs 
of propagation, by his differtation on the ele¢tricity of a lady’s 
under petticoat as fhaken off in order to her going to bed. 
The author tells us, that the farina of a pearmain impreg- 
nating the piftil of a ruffeting, had made the rufleting ap- 
pear in a fleek coat. The truth of the farina of one plant 
being capable of impregnating the femiale part of the flower 
of another of the fame fpecies, is indifputable. All our 
variety of auricluas, and the like flowers, when raifed from 
feed is owing wholly to the feeds they grow from having 
been impregnated not by the farina of the fame flower, 
but by that of fome other variety of the fame fpecies ftand- 
ing near it: Hence arifes a flower whofe colours are of a 
mixt kind, between the two ; and hence the variation in fuch 
flowers, and in fuch applesas thefe, muft be as endlefs as the 
poffible admixture of the farina from one or more different 
flowers may be in quantity. ’Tis thus throughout all 
propagation, animal and vegetable. Why elfe is the offspring 
of a horfe and an afs a mule ? Why the child of an Euro- 
pean and a negro, a Mulatto. : 

It may be proper, for the explanation of all this, to thofe 
of our readers who have not look’d into botany as a fcience, 
to obferve that in the flowers of plants there is a part cal- 
led the piftil, ftanding up in the centre, which ferves in 
the place of a uterus, containing the embryo feeds; and that 
round about this part, there ftand feveral long flender bodies, 
at the top of each of which there is a little round head: 
This head is a hollow veffel containing a fine matter called 
the farina facundans of plants ; the office of which is to im- 
pregnate the feeds. Nature has provided for the entrance of 
this fine matter into the piftil or uterus of the plant, by 
making the bodies which fupport its capfules longer than 
the piftil, in fuch flowers as ftand ereét, and fhorter in fuch 
as hang downward ; fo that in both cafes, when the capfules 
burft, this farina falls on the piftil, and making its way 
down to the embryo feeds, impregnates them. ‘The provi- 
fion of the great author of nature, for the prevention of 
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monftrofities, is wonderful in this particular: Small.as the 
globules of the farina in all plants are, they are. in no twa 
exactly of the fame fhape and fize ; and narrow as the tubes 
of the piftil are, thro’ which they are to pafs in order to the 
executing their deftined office, they are in the like manner 
different inthe different plants: Were it not for this, the faring 
of plants, being light enough to float upon the air, would by 
every blaft of wind be carried to thofe of different kinds ; 
every plant would inp confequence of this produce mungril 
mixt {pecies, and the uniformity of this part of the creation 
would be loft. Tho’ nature has taken all this care, how- 
ever, for preferving all her own fpecies unaltered and in- 
yariable, fhe does not beftow fo much attention on what are 
calied the fpecies, but are more properly the feveral varieties 
of the fame fpecies qwing to culture. All the apples in the 
world are of one and the fame fpecies ; the crab has the 
honour of being the origin and parent of all: However the 
fize and furface of this tree may be altered by culture, its 
organs of generation remain for ever the fame, and in con- 
fequence of this, the farina of all apple-trees being of the 
fame fize and fhape, and the piftils of all apple trees, or to 
{peak more properly, of all the varieties of the crab -tree, 
being of the fame ftructure, there is no wander that the 
farina from one variety, fhould get into the piftil of another, 
and that mixt breeds of pippins and pearmains fhould be 
produced thus with as much eafe as by the common method 
of engrafting. 

Thus much we have judged it proper to fay, upon a 
fubje&t, on which the author, if he ought to have faid any 
thing, has faid much too little. ‘Ihe candid reader, we 
hope, will not be difpleafed with finding here what he would 
not have been difpleafed with finding there; not to fay, 
what he ought to have found there. 

The fifth article contains a defcription of the town of 
Silchefer, in its prefent ftate, and fome obfervations on 
an ancient date in Arabian figures at Walling in Berk/ire. 
The author is Mr. Yobu Ward of Grefham coliege, an 
author every way qualified to entertain and inftru€t on fuch 
a fubject; but we cannot help obferving, that as this gentle- 
man belongs to another fociety, whofe bufinefs it profefledly 
is to take cognizance of antiquities, his paper appears out of 
its place in a colleétion of difcourfes on natural hiftory. 
When we have obferved, that the fame cenfure lies againft 
Dr. Stuckely, in regard toa paper in this very number of 
the tranfactions, we cannot but caft an eye of compaffian 
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on the pityable condition of the fociety of antiquarians, 
London | 


The ingenious author of this paper, had, in a former com- 
munication to the fame fociety, proved, from an antient 
date found at this place, that it was the ancient Vendomis, 
and was fituated within the limits of the Segontiaci, In this 
paper he gives an account of the extent, &c. of this antient 
town: It is, he tell us, a mile and half in circuit, and its 
contents a hundred acresof land. Its wall is built of flints 
and rough ftones, cemented with a very ftrong mortar, and 
is in fome places five vards thick, and fixteen or feventeen 
foot high. It is not any where entirely levelled, except in 
two places where breaches have of late years been made 
for the paflage of waggens. ‘The ditch, without the wall, 
is, where moft perfect, twelve yards over, and a military 
road of flints leads from toward Wincheffer to it. Without 
the walls are the remains of an amphitheatre: Its walls 
and feats are made of a mixture of clay and gravel ; the wall 
is twenty yards thick at the bottom, and decreafes to four 3 
it has five ranges of feats, and its area meafures fifty yards 
by forty. It feems to have been intended for athletick 
combats in thofe hardy times; but fo little do we fee the 
ufes to which things may return, its area now makes a pond 
in a farmer’s yard. ‘The area of the town is néw chiefly 
corn and meadow land ; an old church, and one farm houfe 
are all the buildings that fhew themfelves there. The places 
where the ftreets once ftood are eafily marked out by the 
ftunted growth of the corn and other vegetables on them, 
and foundations of houfes are always found in thefe traéts. 
In one part of the area there has been difcovered what ap- 
pears to be the remains of an ancient Forum; its diameter 
twenty feven foot by fixteen ; in another, the remains of an 
altar with burnt coals about it. The altar is built of Roman 
bricks, feventeen inches and a half long, twelve and a half 
broad, and two and a half thick. An infcription to Her- 
cules has been found about the fame place, and other re- 
mains, which feem to indicate a temple te that deify’d heroc 
to have ftood there. 


Among the coins that have been found in this place, a 


“curious gold Alleftyus makes the greateft figure; Mr. Ward 


has {poke very judicioufly and learnedly of it. Several 
hundred others in filverfand_ brafs have been found there, 
fome of them of Valentinian and Arcadius in gold, with 


goft of the imperial coins from Augu/lus to that time. 
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By the account ‘of the antient date mentioned in the 
title to this paper, Mr. Ward very juftly ftrikes off two 
hundred years from the fuppofed antiquity. It had been 
always read 1182, but he found the fecond figure to be not 
arbutaz — 

The fixth article is a very confiderable one, it takes 
up no lefs than fifty pages, its author is Mr. Turberville 
Needham ; its fubje& is of the moft interefting kind, an en+ 
quiry into the generation or production of animals; or, as 
the author exprefles it, on the generation, compofition, and 
decompofition of animal and vegetable fubftances. Mr. 
Needham is well known to the learned world, on account 
of fome very furprifing microfcopical difcoveries very faith- 
fully and accurately delivered. To him we owe the firft 
knowledge of the natural burfting of the globules of the 
farina of plants, in order to the impregnation of the embryo 
feeds, and many other things of as much confequence, and as 
perfelly unknown before. If in this elaborate treatife he has 
not fucceeded quite fo happily as in all his other difquifitions, 
much is to be allowed to the abftrufenefs, the perhaps im- 
penetrability of the fubject. It cannot but be obferved, that 
his doétrine tends, tho’ without his intending it, to that 
monftrous and abfurd fyftem of materialifm. The author 
himfelf is ftruck by this, and difavows, toward the end of this 
paper, any intent of favouring fuch a fyftem: We know 
him well enough to give our own private teftimony of 
this; and to add to it, that perhaps there is not a mah 
living who has greater and more reverend notions of a 
God, a Creator, and a preferver of the whole fyftem’ of 
things than Mr. Needham. He has unluckily given into 
one firft wrong conclufion, from a remarkable faét, and 
that has led him into all the reft. After doing this juftice 
in time to his character, we fhall proceed to the matter of 
his paper. He fets out with declaring, that he does not 
deliver his thoughts as a perfect and compleat fyftem, but 
merely as a {ketch of what may be laid down hereafter: 
He recites a multitude of experiments, and from them argues 
in favour of the doétrine he is to eftablifh; which is, that 
there are no pre-exiftent germs formed for the productions of 
animals and vegetables, but that matter, in fome degree or- 
ganiz’d in its minute aflemblages, gives birth to them, and 
that the gradation between animal and vegetable life is 
much more familiar and eafy than it had before appear’d 
tobe. Mr. Buffon had ftarted fome hints toward thefe 
difquifitions, which he does him due honour for, and pays 
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the fame compliment to a late commentator on Theophrafius, 
on occafion of fome experiment made in his houfe, before. 
many of the members of the royal fociety, and previous, 
as he obferves, to any thoughts of his on this fubjeét.. He, 
on the other hand, cenfures Hartfoeker the perfon who.firft 
difcovered what are called animacules in the male fide of 
animals, the origin and exiftence of which, in that fluid, he 
abfolutely denies; and Lewenhoek, to whom moft people 
attribute this imaginary difcovery, he finds occafion to ac- 
cufe alfo of much error, He very rationally objects to the 
feyeral fyftems of generation, which make moft noife in the 
world at prefent, and will by a0 meansallow the fo. long 
received do@rine of every animal proceeding from an egg 
or embryo lodged in its parent, and every plant from fuch an 
embryo in its feed; but declares that it is idleand vain in 
us to_pretend.to lay down rules and Jaws.to nature, and fay: 
this is the {fcheme, fuch are the ftatutes, and from thefe 
we muft not deviate. In the place of fyftems of ‘this kind, 
Mr, .Needbam, after the doctrine of M. de Buffon, agentle- 
man immortalized by three volumes of a natural hiftory 
lately publifhed at Paris, lays it down, that there are in 
matter certain organical parts difpofed for the formation of 
animal and vegetable fubftances, that thefe, by coalition, 
conftitute the prima ffamina of all animal and vegetable 
bodies; which are fimple, uniform, common to all, and 
confequently to be found in a certain quantity in every por- 
tion of food, aliment, or nutritive juice ; and from thence 
to be digefted, and when the fubje& becomes adult, to be 
fecreted and ftrained for the formation of the feed of: every 
plant and animal ; and in this fluid or fubftance to be con- 
fequently found in great abundance. TT hofe organical parts 
are declared.to be, moving when difengaged, living in ap- 
pearance, and gifted with certain organs; but extremely 
{imple in their compofition, being perhaps little more than 
elaftick fprings, more or leis comprefied, more or lefs di- 
verfifyed in the dire&tion of their force. 

Into thefe organical particles Mr. Needham refolves all 
that clafs of beings which Mr, Baker has figured from every 
body elfe who ever wrote about them, under the name of 
microfcopical animals. He tells us, that feeds macerated 
in water firft difunite into fmall particles motionlefs and 
feemingly inert; but that thefe particles by degrees after- 
wards arrive at a power of motion and feem alive, tho’ in 
reality they are not fo. The author makes the fame ob- 
fervations on experiments made with the fame fuccefs on 
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the juices of animals, on mutton gravy, and the like; and 
affirms, from the whole, that no axiom was ever more true 
than that of the antients, that corruptio unius eff generatio al- 
terius; tho’ he acknowledges that they made an ill ule. 
of it. 

After obfervations of this kind, he proceeds to the exa- 
mination of the male femen of animals; but in this he 
diffents greatly from every body elfe that ever examined 
the fubjeét : they all declare, that the femen while in the 
veffels, contains millions of animalcule like tadpoles ; he on 
the contrary advances, that nothing of this kind is con- 
tained in that fluid while in the veffels ; but that they are pro- 
duced fubfequently to the evacuation of the fluid, and have 
their origin from principles contained in this matter, either 
by evolution of organical parts, as Mr. Buffon fuppofes, 
and as Mr. Needham himfelf thinks, from a real vegetati- 
on, and. a change from the vegetable to the animal life. 
He fays, that the femen immediately evacuated and viewed 
by the microfcope, appears a homogene fluid ; that after 
a few moments it begins to liquify ; and that after this a 
kind of vegetable filaments grow in it, and fhoot out ra-. 
mifications from every fide ; and that after this, thefe open 
and divide into moving globules, which trail after them. 
fomething like long tails; that thefe filaments, fuppofed 
by others to be real tails and parts of the animals, are in 
reality only ftrings of the vicid matter, from among which 
the globules were feparated ; and that the globules by degrees 
get rid of them, and when they have done fo, move more 
at cafe. , 

The vegetative power in parts of the femen of fhooting 
into filaments, Mr. Needham does declare to be in all ani- 
mal and vegetable fubftances, down to the fmalleft micro- . 
fcopick point; and to this he attributes all that is called ani- 
mal life in the fluids, produced from vegetables, or infu- 
fions of them. 

He adds, that there is this vegetative force in every 
vifible filament, of which the whole animal or vegetable 
texture confifts ; and fufpe&ts, that this force extends much 
farther, for that in all his obfervations on thefe fubftances, the 
whole quantity of matter after a feparation of certain volatile 
and faline parts, always divided into filaments, and vegetated 
into numberlefs zoophytes, which yielded afterwards all the 
{maller {pecies’ of microfcopical animals ; and that after this 
the very animals themfelves fubfided to the bottom of the li- 
quors, became motionlefs, and refolved inte a gelatinous fila~ 
mentous 
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mentous fubftance,. and then gave zoophytes and animals 
again of {maller fpecies. He aflerts this from his own ob- 
fervation of the feminal animalcules, as well as of the others, 
and thence reduces them all to the fame clafs of beings. 

From this he obferves, that every animal or vegetable 
fubftance advances as faft as it can in its refolution to re- 
turn to one common principle ; the fource of all, a kind 
of univerfal femen, from which its atoms may again afcend 
to a new life. He gives many plaufible reafons, why, ac- 
cording to his plan, the fpecies muft be ftill kept difinet, 
and finally obferves, that thefe animalcules in the femen of 
animals, and in the infufions and juices of animal and ve- 
getable fubftances, are not of thé nature of any other be- 
ings, or to be ranked with them ; that they conftitute a 
clafs apart from all others, the characteriftick of which is, 
that they neither are generated nor fubfift by nutriment, 
as other plants and animals do, nor do they generate in the 
ordinary way. 

He even urges, that the fpecies of Polype, called the bell 
animal, is of this kind, but approaches toward the nature 
of other animals, in that when once generated, .it eats and 
even generates as other animals do; but its own immedi- 
ate origin he owns, from frequent obfervation, to be like 
that of this new clafs of animalcules; he guefles that 
its primary formation may be owing to the decompofition 
of fome water plants. He concludes his fyftem with ob- 
férving, that the lower his new clafs of beings are purfued, 
the lefs was its vegetating force impeded by refifting mat- 
ter ; that the degree of exaltation in the matter they were 
formed from, was always the higher, and their motion the 
fwifter; that he believes from hence, that an animal fub- 
ftance may be exalted this way into a poifon, or a conta- 
‘gious vapour ; that hence ftagnating waters become poifon- 
ous, and that even the poifon of the viper, and other 
fuch animals, may be owing to the fame principle. 

Such is Mr. Needbam's fyftem, in which he is fupported 
by Mr. de Buffon, Mr. de Reaumur, Mr. de Maupertuis, 
and indeed by the French naturalifts: in general. We are 
not of their opinion, and cannot confiftently with the plan 
of impartiality originally eftablifhed, and always to be kept 
up toin this work, pretend to join either with the names 
of great men, or great friends, to declare againft our real 
fentiments. 

That there are appearances from microfcopical obferva- 
tions which feem to countenance fuch an Opinion, is 
certain ; 


a 















































—— . . 
Fo ae . 
: %. 
ona tna ee es EY 2 ~ ee eee 








62 ThRKMONTHYL REVIEW, 


certain ; Mr. Needbam has candidly related the means of 
obferving them : we have followed him in the courfe of his 
expérithents, and have found him, ds he has always been 
on the fame dccafions, faithful and accurate. As we have 
feceived great pleafure, though not conviction from thefe 
experiments, we fhall conclude with his dire€tions for the 
making them, which have fucceeded perfe&ly well with 
us ; and which he fays, perfectly fhewed every procefs of 
the formation and accrétion of thefe zoophytes without 
difturbing their vegetation, and explained the whole pro- 
cefs of riature in theit formation, from the origin of the 
plants, to the laft degree of maturity and perfeétion in the 
whole. 

Cut fome fine cork into extremely thin flices, make four 
or five holes in each flice, and into each thruft a grain of 
wheat, barley, orany other farinaceous feed, for the effect 
is the fame from all; the germen is to be cut out to prevent 
the feeds fhooting, and the corks with the feeds in them 
are to be fuffered to float on the furface of fome clear wa- 
ter expofed to the fun. After fome days expofure the 
zoophytes will grow from the part of the feed immerfed 
in the water, emulating the appearance of little corals; 
they will‘at length be fo large as to be diftinguifhed by the 
naked eye ; but before this, the part of the feed loaded with 
them is to be cut off, and immerfed in a little concave 

lafs of water, fit for obfervations in the double micro- 
cope. ‘The water is to be renewed as it drys away, and 
it is beft to keep the glafs covered. Repeated obfervations 
will fhew a thoufand beautiful variations of the filaments, 
and the animals, from which Mr. Needbam has laid down 
his fyftem. This is the true method of judging of it : 
the facts which he builds upon, are thus all before the eye, 
and the determination may be left to every adequate ob- 
ferver. 

The laft article in this number of the tranfactions, is a 
Latin one, and contains feveral aftronomical obfervations 


made in fouth America, from the year 1706, to the "". 00. 
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Art. xiv. Yournal, or Narrative of the Bofcawen’s Voyage 
te Bombay in the Eaft Indies, Anno. 1749. By a young 
Gentleman Paffenger on board, communicated to his Father 
in London. Sold by T. Carnan, near St. Paul’s, 8vo. 
Price 1s. 6 d. 


(NEA. journals ufually afford matter for much entertain- 
‘) ment, (though little inftruction) as the events they con- 
tain are generally looked upon as truth; which, however 
fimple, bowever ordinary the facts, hasa much ftronger 
claim to the reader’s attention, than the moft ftriking in- 
cidents in a novel or romance. : 

The little piece of which we have juft mentioned the 
title, is not, howsyst, of the common clafs of fea-journals. 
The young authof ‘not being a fea-man ; but from this cir- 
cumftance, his’ performance affords not the lefs entertain- 
ment, Sailors commonly ftuff their journals full of bear- 
ings, foundings, and diftances, fea phrafes and terms, with 
an etethal fucceflion of the names of their fhip’s tackle, 
and an endlefs feries of fuch common events as always 
occur on that element ; all which are apt to exercife the 
reader’s patience rather too much, efpecially if he be a meer 
land-man, as moft readers are. This pamphlet is very free 
from thefe more tedious particulars of a fea-journal ; being, 
as we fuppofe, for the moft part written for the author’s 
meer amufement, and by way of rationally employing the 
tedious hours of his paflage: a motive very becoming fo 
young a traveller, and a promifing omen of his future fo- 
briety, induftry, and proper application of the talents, that 
nature feems to have favoured him with: we with that fuch 
inftances were more common, (which would have prevent- 
ed this remark) with refpect, to our young adventurers 
abroad. 

Many parts of this narrative, the language of which jis 
current and elegant enough for the fubject, are enlivened 
by intereiting incidents; one in particular, is the great dan- 
ger of the fhip in a dreadful ftorm, which the author has 
well defcribed. His account likewife, of their reception at 
the ifland ‘foanna (one of the four which lies between the 
N. W. fide of Madagafcar, and the continent of Africa) 
and of the behaviour and. manners of the inhabitants, is 
entertaining, and interfperfed with judicious remarks. 

To this journal are added (it is faid by the father of 
our young author) two letters addrefled to, and ~ 
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‘ # _ Vom Int Million Henry Draper, of Hate 
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turned from the .remembrancer ; with the remembrancer’s 
reafons for returning thofe letters. Alfo fome occafional 
thoughts on freedom in trade, high duties; fmuggling; fhip- 
wrecks, &c, 





Art. xv. The Qiconomy of HuMAN LIFE, tranflated 
from an Indian Manufeript, written by an ancient Bra- 
min; to which is prefixed an Account of the Manner in 
which the faid Mami was difcovered. Ina Letter 

om an Englifh Gentleman, now refiding in China, to the 
Earl of *****, London, Printed for M. Cooper, 8vo. 
111 Pages, exclufive of the Prolegomena. Price 2s. few’d: 
Elegantly printed on a fine Paper, a {mall Page, and very 
large Margin, after the French manner, 


HE hiftory of this manufcript as given in the faid 
letter to an earl, dated from Peking the 12th of May, 
1749, pretends that the prefent emperor of China, ** very 
“* curious of fearching after the writings of antiquity,” com- 
miffioned one of the Hanlins, or doctors of the firft order, 
to go ona kind of embafly to the grand lama, or immor- 
tal high-prieft of great Tartary, the chief object of which 
was to obtain fome of thofe ancient books, which were fup- 
pofed to have been for many ages fecreted from public in- 
fpection. He fucceeded fo far as to procure a number of va- 
luable pieces of antiquity, amongft which, however, noné 
had the preference in point of age, or merit, to this /y/fem 
of morality, written in the language, and charaéter of the 
antient Gymmnofophifis, or Bramins, and tranflated in a ftyle 
fo remarkable for its energy of diction, and fhortnefs of 
the fentences, and which the tranflator judged came the 
neareft to the force of the original. 

Thus far the apocryphal introduction of this book into 
the world. Buta report prevails, that the earlof C——d 
is truly the author of it; and that this is the piece which 
Mrs. Phillips alluded to, in that letter of her’s to his lord- 
fhip, wherein fhe fet the whole public in a ftare by compli- 
menting him on being the author of the whole duty of 
man.:¥ 

The table of contents which we infert here will give a 


juft idea of the method with which this fmall pandect of 


morality is compofed, 


aath or. 
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CONTENTS. | 

Part I. Duties that relate to MAN, confidered as an in- 

dividual. 1. Confideration. 2. Modéfty. 3. Applicati- 

on. 4. Emulation. 5. Prudence. 6, Fortitude. 7. 

Contentment. 8. Temperance. 
Part II. Of the Passions. 1. Hope. 2. Foy and Griff 

3. Anger. 4. Pity. 5. Defire and Love. 

Part II. Woman. 

Part IV. Confanguinity, or natural Relations, 1. £/us- 
band. 2. Father. 3. Son. 4. Brothers. | 
Part V. Providence, or the accidental differences of Men. 

1. Wife and Ignorant. 2. Rich and Poor. 3. Mafters 

and Servants. 4. Magiftrates and Subjects. 

Part VI. Socran Duties. 1. Benevolence. 2, Fuf- 
tice. 3. Charity. 4, Gratitude. 5. Sincerity. 
Part VII. Rexicron. 

All thefe fubjeéts have all that is neceflary faid upon 
them, in that fuccinét, nervous, majeftic ftyle, which re- 
commends the feriptures to the judicious admiration of all 
perfons of true tafte, independent even of their greater and 
more facred merit. Truth hates verbofity, and never 
makes ftronger impreffions, than when iriculcated in clear, 
pithy, unintangled periods ; and indeed the whole of this 
piece breathes fuch genuine goodnefs, fuch a fenfe of virtue, 
as cannot but be the emanation of a heart fincerely affedt- 
ed with thofe qualities, which ennoble the author infinitely 
more than any title, rank, or ribbon. 

It fhould not be here unobferved, that many of thefe 
thoughts appear at firft, rather trite, and inthe natureofthofe 
eternal truths which every body knows, and between faying 
of which, and faying of nothing, there is no very material 
difference. Such for example, as (page 8.) ‘* Whatfoever 
“* thou refolveft to do, do it quickly ; defer. not till the even- 
© ing what the morning may accomplifb.” 

(Page 17.) ‘* Of much fpeaking cometh repentance, but 
‘< im filence is fafety.”’ 

(Page 26.) ** The neareff approach thou canf? make to 
<< happinefs on this fide of the grave, is to enjoy from heaven ™ 
** underfitanding, and health.”” 

But thefe, and the like, which thus detached and cited, 
feem trivial truths, are fo properly placed, and adapted, 
that, like the geometrical definitions of the firft principles 
of that fcience; fuch as the nature of a point, or line; 


* Mens fana in corpore fano. 


Vor. IV. F they 








66 TheMONTHLY REVIEW, 


they lead as they rife, in due gradation, to fome admirable 
corollary or induétion : they ferve as foundations, on which 
a ftru€ture is raifed, in which the fimple incorporates with 
the true fublime, and is perhaps its principal eflence. 

A few extracts will yet more clearly point out the nature 
and merit of this piece, 


On APPLICATION. 


Since the days that are paft are gone for ever, and thofe 
that are to come may not come to thee; it behoveth thee, 
O man, to employ the prefent time, without regretting the 
lofs of that which is paft, or too much depending on that 
which is to come. 

This inftant is thine, the next is in the womb of futu- 
rity, and thou knoweft not what it may bring forth. 

Whatfoever thou refolveft to do, do it quickly ; defer 
not till the evening what the morning may accomplifh. 

Idlenefs is the parent of want and of pain ; but the la- 
bour of virtue bringeth forth pleafure. 

The hand of diligence defeateth want; profperity and 
fuccefs are the induftrious man’s attendants. 

Who is he that hath acquired wealth, that hath rifen to 
power, that hath cloathed himfelf with honour, that is 
{poken of in the city with praife, and that ftandeth before 
the king in his council? Even he that hath fhut out 
idlenefs from his houfe, and hath faid, floth thou art mine 
enemy. 

He rifeth up early and lieth down late ; he exercifeth his 
mind with contemplation, and his body with adtion, and 
preferveth the health of both: 

The flothful man is a burthen to himfelf, his hours hang 
heavy on his head: he loitereth about, and knoweth not 
what he would do. 

His days pafs away like the fhadow of a cloud, and 
he leaveth behind him no mark for remembrance. 

His body is difeafed for want of exercife; he wifheth for 
action, but hath not power to move; his mind is darknefs, 
his thoughts are confufed, he longeth for knowledge, but 
hath no application: he would eat of the almond, but 
hateth the trouble of breaking its fhell. 

His houfe is in diforder, his fervants are wafteful and 
. riotous, and he runneth on towards ruin: he feeth it with 
his eyes, he heareth it with his ears, he fhaketh his head, 
and wifheth, but hath no refolution ; till ruin cometh up- 
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on him like a whirlwind, and fhame and repentance defcend 
with him to the grave, 


On PRUDENCE: 


Hear the words of prudence, give heed unto her coun- 
fels, and ftore them in thine heart; her maxims are uni- 
verfal, and all the virtues lean upon her ; fhe is the guide 
and the miftrefs of human life. 

Put a bridle on they tongue, fet a guard before thy lips, 
left the words of thine own mouth deftroy thy peace. 

Let him that fcoffeth at the lame, take care that he hale 
not himfelf: whofoever fpeaketh of another’s tailings with 
pleafure, fhall hear of his own with bitternefs of heart. 

Of much fpeaking cometh repentance, but in filence is 
fafety. 

A talkative man isa nuifance to fociety, the ear is fick 
of his babling; the torrent of his words overwhelmeth 
converfation. 

Boaft not of thyfelf; for it fhalt bring contempt upon 
thee: neither deride another, for it is dangerous. 

A bitter jeft is the poifon of friendfhip, and he that can- 
not reftrain his tongue fhall have trouble, 

Furnifh thyfelf with the proper accommodations belong- 
ing to thy condition ; yet fpend not to the utmoft of what 
thou canft afford, that the providence of thy youth may 
be a comfort to thy old age. 

Let thine own bufinefs engage thy attention; leave the 
care of the ftate to the governors thereof. 

Let not thy recreations be expenfive, left the pain of 
purchaling them exceed the pleafure thou haft in their en- 
joyment. 

Neither let profperity put out the eyes of circumfpection; 
nor abundance cut off the hands of frugality : he that too 
much indulgeth in the fuperfluities of life; fhall live to la- 
ment the want of neceflaries. 

From the experience of others, do thou learn wifdom ; 
and from their failings correct their own faults. 

Truft.no man before thou haft tried him; yet miftruft 
not without reafon, it is uncharitable. 

But when thou haft proved a man to be honeft; lock 
him up in thine heart as a treafure, regard him as a jewel 
of ineftimable price. 

Refufe the favours of a mercenary man, they will be 2 
{nare unto thee, thou fhalt never be quit of the obligation. 

F 2 : Ufe 
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..Ufe not to-day what to-morrow may want ; neither leave 
that to hazard which forefight may provide for, or Care pre- 
vent. 

Yet expeét not even from prudence infallible fuccefs: for 
the day aie not what the night may bring forth, 

- The fool is not always unfortunate, nor the wife man al- 
ways fuccefsful ; never yet had a fool a thorough enjoyment, 
never was a wife man wholly unhappy. 


RELIGION. 


- There is but one God, the author, the creator, the go- 
vernor of the world; almighty, eternal, and incomprehen- 
fible. 

The fun is not God, tho’ his nobleft image: he enlight- 
eneth the world with his brightnefs, his warmth giveth life 
to the products of the earth; admire him as the creature, 
the inftrument of God, but worfhip him not. 

Tothe one who is fupreme, moft wife, and beneficent, 
and to him alone, belong worfhip, adoration, thankfgiving, 
and praife. 

Who hath ftretched forth the heavens with his hand; 
who hath defcribed with his finger the courfes of the ftars. 

Who fetteth bounds to the ocean, that it cannot pafs ; 
and faith unto the ftormy winds, be ftill, 

Who fhaketh the earth, and the nations tremble; who 
darteth his lightnings, and the wicked are difmay’d. 

Who calleth forth worlds by the word of his mouth ; 
who fmiteth with his arm, and they fink into nothing. 

«¢ © reverence the majefty of the omnipotent ; and tempt 
not his anger, left thou be deftroy’d.” 

The providence of God is over all his works; he ruleth 
and direéteth with infinite wifdom. 

He hath inftituted laws for the government of the world ; 
he hath wonderfully varied them in all beings ; and each by 
his nature conformeth to his will. 

In the depth of his mind he revolveth all mnowttolge 5 the 
fecrets of futurity lie open before him. 

The thoughts of thy heart are naked to his view; he 
knoweth thy determinations before they are made, 

With refpect to his prefcience there is nothing contingent ; 
with refpect to his providence there is nothing accidental. 

Wonderful he is in all his ways ; his councils are infcru- 
table ; the manner of his knowledge tranfcendeth thy con- 
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s¢ Pay therefore to his wifdom all honour and veneration ; 
and bow down thyfelf in humble and fubmiffive obedience to 
his fupreme direétion,” , 

The Lord is gracious and beneficent ; he hath created the 
world in mercy and love, 

His goodnefs is confpicuous in all his works; he is the 
fountain of excellence, the center of perfection. 

The creatures of his hand declare his goodnefs, and all 
their enjoyments fpeak his praife: he cloatheth them with 
beauty, he fupporteth them with food, he preferveth them 
with pleafure from generation to generation. 

If we lift up our eyes to the heavens, his glory fhineth 
forth; if wecaft them down upon the earth, it is full of his 
goodnefs; the hills and vallies rejoice and fing ; fields, rivers, 
and woods refound his praife. | 

But thee, O man, he hath diftinguifhed with. peculiar 
favour ; and exalted thy ftation above all creatures. 

He hath endowed thee with reafon, to maintain thy do- 
minion ; he hath fitted thee with language, to improve by 
fociety ; and exalted thy mind with the powers of medita- 
tion, to contemplate and adore his inimitable perfections. 

And in the laws he hath ordained as the rule of thy life, 
fo kindly hath he fuited thy duty to thy nature, that obe- 
dience to thy precepts is happinefs to thyfelf. : 

“* O praife his goodnefs with fongs of thankfgiving, and 
meditate in filence on the wonders of his love : let thy heart 
overflow with gratitude and acknowledgment, let the lan- 
guage of thy lips {peak praife and adoration, let the a€tions 
of thy life fhew thy love to his law.” 

The Lord is juft and righteous, and will judge the earth 
with equity and truth. . 

Hath he eftablifhed his laws in goodnefs and mercy, and 
fhall he not punifh the tranfgreffors thereof ? 

O think not, bold man! becaufe thy punifhment is de- 
layed, that the arm of the Lord is weakened, neither flatter 
thyfelf with hopes that he winketh at thy doings. 

His eye pierceth the fecrets of every heart, and he remem- 
bereth them for ever: he refpecteth not the perfons or the 
{tations of men. 

The high and the low, the rich and the poor, the wife 
and the ignorant, when the foul hath fhaken off the cum- 
brous fhackles of this mortal life ; fhall equally receive from 
the fentence of God, a juft and everlafting retribution, ac- 
cording to their works. : 
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Then fhall the wicked tremble and be afraid; but the 
heart of the righteous fhall rejoice in his judgments. 

‘*¢ © fear the Lord, therefore, all the days of thy life, 
and walk in the paths which he hath opened before thee. 
Let prudence admonifh thee, let temperance reftrain ; let 
juftice guide thy hand, benevolence warm thy heart, and 
gratitude to heaven infpire thee with devotion. ‘Thefe fhall 
give thee happinefs in this prefent ftate, and bring thee to the 
manfions of eternal felicity in the paradife of God.” 


From thefe extraéts our readers will be able to form fome 
judgment what degree of merit this work may claim, as an 
original ; and what ufe the author has made of his dib/e, in 
the matter of his compofition, as well as the ftyle. Upon 
the whole, till Lord ¢ d publickly acknowledges 
himfelf ‘to be the author of this piece, we fhall not look 
upon it as his. Asto publick rumour, let it be never fo uni- 
yerfal, and uncontefted, experience in thefe cafes has con- 
vinced us, that it is rarely to be credited. It perhaps never 
deferved more credit, than with regard to the enthufia/m of 
methodifis and papifts compared; which was confidently af- 
cribed to the bifhop of Ex—r; (fee Review, Vol. 1.) yet 
we are now aflured, that he was not the author of that 


work, C AG 


ART. xvi. M. le Cat’s Anfwer to the Objections cantgined 
in the laft Review againft his Syftem of the Formation of 
Mountains, and the Origin of foffile Shells and Animals, 


ft H E new objections againft my fyftem may be di- 
vided into two parts, ‘The firft endeavours to prove, 
that the principle which I formerly laid down to fecure my 
fyftem againft the attacks of divines, cannot fail to alarm 
them. ‘The fecond, that the very phyfical foundations of 
this fyftem are neither folid nor probable. In a word, one 
accufes me of irreligion, the other of falfe philofophy. 

Mr, V——* reproaches my fyftem ‘as inconfiftent with 
the facred text ; to which I have already given my anfwer ft, 
and fhewed this learned divine, firft, that it was not abfo- 
lutely neceflary that a phyfical fyflem fhould exaétly agree 
with the literal fenfe of the facred text, provided it was con- 
fonant to the tenets of our religion; but that I might 
_ ™ See Review for Fuly lai. a diideead 

‘} In the fame Number of our Review. 
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however wave that argument on account of the entire agree 
ment of my fyftem with the very text of the fcripture. 

The heavieft objection of Mr. V—— againft this agree- 
ment is the following. ‘* According to your fuppofition 
the whole earth was covered with water, and derives its ap- 
pearance from the flux and reflux, which, according to your 
principles, excavated the bed of the fea, and formed the 
mountains, and the continent. But this flux and reflux ime 
plies a moon; whereas the fcripture informs us, that the 
dry land appeared on the third day, and that the moon was 
not made till the fourth; therefore, &£c. 

My anfwer to this objection was, that the flux and reflux 
no more implies the moon than any other celeftial body, 
whofe proximity to the earth might produce the fame effect ; 
and that according to the moft judicious illuftrations of the 
facred text, the light which was created on the very firft 
day, and which occafioned thofe days and nights, evenings 
and mornings, fo judicioufly diftinguifhed in this irrefrage- 
ble text, was a luminous body, which, during thefe three 
firft days, had the fame motion which the fun and moon 
had afterwards ; and thus, onthe very firft day, there was 
an agent for a flux and reflux ; and confequently a fecond 
caufe, the inftrument of the creator, te gather the waters 
into one place, and caufe the dry land to appear. Had the 
anonymous accufer read this, at leaft had he read it with at- 
tention, it would have faved him the trouble of repeating 
this objection, and that effervefcence of zeal, with which 
he charges me, with deviating from the holy feriptures : Ex- 
claiming that my /y/tem contradiéts it; that I give a loofe to 
my imagination ; that my proceeding is at beft rab, Se. 

But I will fuppofe, fora while, tho’ it has never been 
proved, that my fyftem is not conformable to the letter of 
the facred text. Is not this the cafe of three fourths of the 
phyfical fyftems? of the folar fyftem at prefent embraced ? 
of that of Des Cartes? which is fo happy as not to be 
blamed in this refpect: It is looked upon as a mere hypo- 
thefis, a fuppofition; and, perhaps, as a pretty romance. 
Very well. And what is my fyftem, but the very fame as 
that before-mentioned of Des Cartes, except the foothing 
epithet of pretty, which I leave to the difpofal of the public? 
Idefy my moft prejudiced antagonifts to alledge one reafon 
in favour of his hypothefis, which is not equally applicable 
to mine. 

*¢ Very probable, but that is not the point,”’ perhaps, you 
fay. ‘* Des Cartes confined himfelf to fyftems, and your 

hypothefes are accompanied with principles which form a 
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-Partier between faith and reafon, between phyfical and 


theological enquiries, _ Principles of fuch a dangerous ten- 
dency, that a concern for religion, calls upon us to invali- 


“ date, cenfure, and explode them.” 


‘In my anfwer to Mr. V—-— I have obferved that there 
are cértain limits’to the deference that is due to the li- 
teral meaning of the fcriptutes, as well as to our phyfical 


‘conjetures; and that thefe limits, on one fide, were fuch 


clear and evident reafons as may be fuperior to the authority of 
the feriptures; and, on the other, the tenets of the Chriftian 
religion, which conje€tures fhould never contradict. 

‘The tenets which are contained in my hypothefis, are, as I 
have already obferved, that of the creation and the laft judg- 
ment, and I haveproved that my conjeétures ftruck at neither. 


-T haveall along, not only followed the method, but even kept 
‘to the very words of St, Auguffine. ‘The objector as well as 


the venerable prelate, admits of the pre-eminence of evi- 
dent reafon, and the fame luminary of the church, in the 
exordium to his book on Gene/is, at the fame time that he is 
pointing out to us the dangers of treating fo delicate a fub- 
jet, and impreffing on us the greateft refpect for the facred 
writings, gives us a prefervative againft thefe dangers, and 
marks the limits of that refpect, in the following words. 
«* Our enquiries, and conjectures, fays he, with regard to 
the works of nature, muft not exceed the bounds of the 
catholick faith.—And thofe tenets, continues he, are—** an 
Almighty God, the creator of all things, &c.” This fhews 
that I may be faid to have copied St. 4uguffine. ‘Thus far 
“then, our conjectures may extend themfelves; and thefe 
tenets are the limits of the refpeét due to the literal meaning 
‘of the fcriptures, Is it then from my expofition of this 
do€trine, that I have advanced any offenfive propofitions ? 
Let us proceed to thofe which this anonymous accufer 
quotes as fuch , which, if they really are fo, muft be exe 
piated by my recantation. 

‘© The rational divine, as I obferved to M. V——, is 
he, who, being perfuaded that the holy fcriptures were writ- 
ten by infpired men, carefully diftinguifhes between infpired 
truths, and mere human opinions, which are intermixed with 

‘them. ‘The infpired truths are all thofe paflages which re- 
Jate to our falvation, fuch as the articles of our faith, and 
the tenets of our religion. All thefe proceed from God, 
and confequently are true, facred, and refpectable’ The 


_ human opinions, intermixed with thofe refpectable truths, 


are all paflages relating to arts and fciences, the opinions and 
cuftoms 
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‘cuftoms of nations. With regard to the latter paffages, the 


fpirit of truth has not thought proper to rectify the common 


fentiments ; its end being religious truths and holinefs, not 


curiofity or literature.” 
The oftener I read thefe propofitions, the more firmly 
am I perfuaded that they contain nothing rejectable, As Tf 


‘am not the author of the following quotations, but only a 


copiér, my authorities are entitled to another kind of de- 


_ference and regard than what I have been thought to de- 


ferve. ‘* Let us feek for nothing in fcripture, fays the 
author of Eccle/. but the end thereof, And this isit: Fear 
God, and keep his commandments ;”’ for that is the whole 
which man can know in them. 

“<¢ Tt is unqueftionable (fays St. Zuguffine, whois fo fre- 
quently cited by my antagonift) that the whole truth of 
the fyftem of the world was known to the facred authors ; 
but the holy fpirit, which fpoke by their mouths, has not 
thought proper to inftruct mankind in it, as being matters 
quite foreign to their falvation.”. 

St. Ferome, fo famous for his explanation of the fcriptures, 
explicitely fays, ‘* there are feveral things inferted in the 
facred text, according to the opinions of the time, and not 
according to the reality of the thing.””"———** It is ufual in 
fcripture, fays he elfewhere, for the writer to relate feveral 
opinions as they were then univerfally received.” 

St. Thomas affirms, that ** Adofes having to do with a 
dull and ignorant people, thought it advifable to adapt his 
writings to their thoughts and opinions,”’. And in his com- 
mentary on ‘Fob, he fays—** ‘fob here {peaks according to 
the common opinion, as is cuftomary in the holy {fcrip- 
ture.” 

Cardinal Baronius, that prodigy of learning, fo highly 
reverenced in the church, fays, *‘ It was not the intention 
of the holy fpirit to inform us how the heaven moves; but 
to direct us how to move to heaven.” 

Here then are the opinions of an ignorant people, and con-~ 
fequently many falfe and abfurd opinions, non juxtd quod reat 
veritas continet; here, I fay, we find them intermixed 
with the venerable truths of the facred text; but plainly 
feparated from thofe truths by Solomon, and the fathers, 
Here is a ftrongly marked diftinction between the opinions 
of human fcience and religious knowledge. Here is an au- 
thentic diftinétion between the refpect due to the latter, and 
the freedom granted us to rectify the former. So that after 
all it is evident that thofe very propofitions which have 
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given fuch extreme offence, becaufe fufpected to be the pro- 
duce of my own imagination, are extracted, totidem verbis, 
from the facred text, and the reverend fathers. But to 
come fti!l clofer to the queftion, and fearch into the doctrine 
of thofe luminaries of the church, on the refpect due to the 

_Jiteral fenfe of the facred text, and particularly of Gene/s. 
This enquiry will difcover the true principles of the diftin¢ction 
betwixt faith and reafon, which ought to be the refult, as it 
is the intent of our difcuffion. 

It is granted, ‘* that in all things wherein we have clear 
and evident ideas, reafon alone is the true competent judge, 
and that faith can have no authority againft the evident 
and exprefs decifions of reafon.”. In this affertion I am 
warranted by the famous Regis, and him my antagonift 
feconds by the authority of St. Augu/fine, from whom that 
learned gentleman firft received it. I am the better pleafed 
with this, becaufe of all the propofitions in my apology, 
this appeared the boldeft to thefe who have but a fuperficial 
acquaintance with thofe matters. But after granting me 
this principle, he adds, by way of corrector, the following 
explication, ‘* This, fays he, is to be underftood of fuch 
points only, in which the fcripture is not exprefs and po- 
fitive: Or, when its intention appears plainly not to have 
been the determination of any phyfical queftion, But even 
in phyfical queftions when facts are related, and pofitions 
formally exprefied by the not {criptures, its authority muft 
be of greater weight than all the fubtilty and evidence of 
reafon.” M. V- corroborates this with another paf- 
fage from St. Augu/fin. ‘* When any truth is formally de- 
livered in the holy fcriptures, its authority muft preponde- 
rate againft any reafon, however fubtile and evident it ma 
appear; for, in this cafe it can only miflead us by an illu- 
fory verifimilitude.” It is manifeft that this gentleman 
carries this propofition of St. /ugu/fine beyond its proper 
extent. For, firft, it relates to a fubtile reafon, a fine- 

Apun fophifm (ratio acuta) and not to a reafon, however 
evident it may appear, Secondly, neither is phyfics the mat- 
ter treated of here, as he fuppofes thro’ his whole differta- 
tion. St. Augu/ffine, in his letter to Marcellinus, from 
whence this quotation is taken, vindicates his book on Free 
Will; a fubject very remote from the bounds of phyfics: 
And how could the father have phyfics in view, when he 
laid down this propofition? Since according to the above 
cited venerable fathers, and even St. Augu/fine himfelf, * it 
was never the intention of the holy fpirit to decide any 
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phyfical point ; or give them any inftructions in a fcience 
which did not at all concern their falvation.” ‘Therefore 
the authority of the holy fcriptures refts entirely upon fuch 
things which the holy fpirit intended to decide, and in which 
it defired to inftru& and edify mankind. So that this au- 
thority does not concern itfelf with phyfical points; 
but in tenets and fats * which have an immediate relation 
to the future happinefs of mankind. Thirdly, by fuppofing, 
againft all probability, his propofition to be fo extenfive as 
the anonymous objector would have it, the fyftem of its 
author manifefts that it does not concern the literal, but 
the true fenfe of the holy {criptures, in which only confifts 
their authority. According to thefe principles, extracted from 
the fathers, this paflage ratio contra divinarum f[cripturarum 
authoritatem—is to be thus underftood, a reafon oppo/ite 
to facts, and dogmatical truths authenticated in f{cripture— 
or, a reafon irreconcileable, by any interpretation, with the 
text of fcripture, relating faéts, and eftablifhing dogmatical 
truths, Such a reafon can certainly be nothing better than 
a fophifm. Any contrary interpretation ‘of this paflage, 
makes St. Auguftine contradi& himfelf, as has been partly 
fhewn, and I fhall farther prove it, from his own writings, 
in examining the application which the obje€tor himfelf 
makes of the principle, which he will have to be contained 
in this paflage. ‘* For inftance, fays he, as Gene/is informs 
us, that God employed fix days in creating the world, 
*tis at leaft a great degree of temerity to affirm that this 
paflage is not to be literally underftood,—to imagine that 
every thing which exifts was inftantaneoufly called into be- 
ing by a fingle aét of his will.” 

The fecond inftance is—** AZo/es fays exprefly that there 
are waters above the heavens, and that thofe upper waters 
were divided from the lower by the firmament.” The ob- 
jector adds, ** Let us not (fays the father) by any means 
prefume to doubt of the exiftence of thefe upper waters, 
€%c. But as to the nature of thofe waters, and the mode 
and place of their fubfiftance above the heavens, are quefti- 
ons in which this pious father allows an entire freedom of 
debate.” 

_ Now let any one compare thefe opinions with the doc- 
trine of the holy fathers, even with thofe quoted by the 


_™ Thefe biftorical fakls, on which many tenets are founded, indicate fuffi- 
ciently the limits of conjefturcs in facred biflory and ebronology. This is ail 
the anfwer which the objefhor is to expeE? from me on this Dead 3 it bein 
foreign to our gueflion, and affords bocly fufficient magter for a large dif. 
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objector, and it will eafily appear which of us. has beft un™ 
derftood them, and which of our opinions is moft confo” 
nant to theirs. 

I will begin with the firft verfe of Genefis, becaufe it has 
a neceflary connection with the inftances alledged by the 
objector. The fcripture fays, very clearly and pofitively, 
that, Jn the beginning God created the heaven and tbe earth, 
Yet that very St. Augu/tine, on whom the objector would per- 
fuade us he grounds all his rules, is not for underftanding 
this paflage literally. In the beginning, fays he, God created 
the heaven and the earth; the meaning of which is, that 
in this firft creation God created an informous matter in 
which was contained all the materials of the heaven and 
earth.” 

‘¢ This matter (fays he, in his Commentary on Genefis) 
which in the fecond divine operation is altered into dif- 
ferent forms, and which, at firft was called the heaven and 
the earth, was then no more than the ovarium or feed of the 
heaven and earth, as I have already faid.” Confequently, 
according to the fame father, all thefe names, the heaven 
and the earth, or the earth then either invifible or without 
form, the abyfs, the darknefs, the waters on which the fpirit 
moved, are fo many fynonimous terms fignifying an inform- 
ous matter containing the materials of the world. ** For, 
fays he, in the 7th chap. of the fame book, what the fcrip- 
ture calls water in that place is not the common water 
which we can fee and feel.”” ‘This is alfo the opinion of 
St. Gregory Nazianzen, as is plain from his book entitled, 
The Work of the fix Days. ‘This matter which he called 
water, fays the fame St. Auguffine, being duétile, fupple, 
and proper for the formation of all things.” Tho’ Mojes 
fays politively that there were waters; and the obje€or af- 
fures us, that St. 4ugu/tine will not admit of any doubt, 
of the exiftence of thefe waters, and that it is their nature 
only which he leaves to debate. But this debate has been 
carried fo far as to fay that it is not water. Tothofe who 
cannot digeft {cholaftic fubtilties, this is a fufficient docu- 
ment of the limits St. 4uguffine {ets to the refpe& due 
to the cleareft and moft literal fenfe of the fcriptures in 
natural philofophy. 7 

This venerable doétor conceives himfelf to be as little 
bound to the literal fenfe of the fix days, however clear 
and expres. ‘* It is very difficult, and next to impoffible, 
according to him, to conceive, and,much more to fay what 
thefe days were.” And after a thorough examination of 
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the letter, he clofes it with a determination, that the whole 
creation was inffantaneous. — Speaking of this informous 
matter, created in the beginning, he fays, ‘* not that I 
believe this informous matter to have been anterior in time 
to the things formed, fince all was done at once, the ma- 
terials provided, and the work finifhed.” In difcuffing 
the fame point, book 4. chap 34. de Gen ad itt. he again 
ts the fame decifion, /imul omnia facia funt. 

St. Thomas Aquinas, upon this queftion fays, that S¢ 
Auguftine is of opinion, that thefe feven days, the day of 
reft included, ‘* are only one and the fame day, repre- 
fented as feven, on account of the number of events or re- 
volutions which happened in it.” He had already faid on 
the fame fubje&t, ‘* Auguftine in all thefe works (of 
the creation) does not affirm any order of duration or fuc- 
ceffion, but only an order of nature and origin.” St, 4u- 
guftine is not the only commentator on the fcriptures who 
has held an inftantaneous creation ; for befides St. 4thana- 
fius, lib. 3.. Contra arianos; St. Gregory Nazianzen not 
only avers, that every thing was created in a moment, but 
even endeavours to prove it very circumftantially in. the 
5th, 6th, and 8th columns of his work. His arguments 
being too diffufive for this place, I fhall only take the fol- 
lowing fingle paflage from them, 2s it more nearly relates 
to the point in debate. ‘¢ When AZ/es informs us, 
fays this bifhop, that the world was created in the begin- 
ning, that fignifies that God created the plaftic powers, 
and forming caufes, and that every thing exifted on the firft 
act of his divine will.’ Philo the ‘few is alfo of the fame 
way of thinking, /id. de mundi opificio, pag. 14, as is car- 
dinal Cayetanin his commentary on the firft chapter of Genefis. 

Now here are propofitions utterly irreconcileable with 
thofe of the objector: they are a wide deviation from the 
plain meaning of the facred writings. I have never prefumec, 
and it even never entered my thoughts, to fay fo much, 
According to him therefore, St. 4ugu/tine, Jerome, Gregiry, 
Athanafius, &c. are, at leaft, chargeable with a very great 
temerity. Yet, I alone am to bear the weight of his cen- 
fure; but I hope it will be allowed, that I do not deferve 
it more than my guides, It has been long known, and 
has even become a proverb, that the letter kills; and that 
the fpirit and fenfe of the text are what we are to regard. 

“* The {fcriptures, fays St. Ferome, do not confift in the 
letter, but in the meaning; for were we to keep to the 
letter, we might broach new tenets.” . 7 
3 + : t 
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It would be eafy to collect a much greater, and even an 
infinite number of paflages of the fame tenor with the fore~ 
going, did not the contracted limits of a journal confine 
my choice; yet I prefume, for a perfeé elucidation of the 
matter, I muft quote a few, which directly relate to our 
fubjeé&t, and to the fyftem of the world, mentioned in the 
beginning of the letter. 

Can there be any thing more formal, more exprefs, than 
thefe texts of tcripture on the fyftem of the world ?— 
«© ‘The earth is fixt to all eternity,” fays the Eeclef. ** The 
Lord has made the earth immoveable,” fays the writer of 
the Chronicles. ‘* Thou Lord hath founded the earth 
fo that it cannot be moved,” fays the Pfalmift. ** ‘The 
fun rifes and fets,” fays the Ecclef. ** it returns to the 
fame point, and there it rifes again ; its circuit is towards 
the fouth, and it declines towards the weft.” J/aiah fays, 
that ‘* the fun went back ten degrees.”?- Ecclef. ‘* that 
this retrogradation prolonged the king’s life.” Laftly, 
‘Fofhua commanded the fun to fufpend its courfe. 

The clearnefs of thefe texts concerning the ftability of the 
earth, and the motion of the fun, induced the old divines to.op- 
pofe, with fo much ardour, the fyfems of Pythagoras andCo- 
pernicus ; but the latter made its way through all oppofition, 
and is at prefent looked upon as demonftrated ; which over- 
throws the bad opinions which the objector is pleafed to en- 
tertain of modern philofophers, who, according to him, never 
had brains fufficient to frame a fyflem capable of conveying a 
clearer idea of the world in general. Rational divines were 
perfuaded, that thofe fcandalous perfecutions, carried on 
with fuch rage againft thofe opinions, dre not to be im - 
puted to the facred text, nor to divinity ; but to thofe blind 
priefts who could not perceive the proper diftin@tion be- 
twixt religious knowledge and human fciences. What 
would become of all {cience if the moft pofitive literal text 


-of the old teftament, or the moft explicit determinations 


of the fathers, were to be the ftandard of natural philo- 
fophy ? 

The earth, according to the fcripture, is flat, fquare, 
and fupported by the waters: thefe waters are termed the 
lower abyfs. The earth reftrains the waters of this abyfs 
from breaking out, and producing a fecond chaos ; for the 
word globe, orbis, is a miftake of the tranflators, the He- 
brew word thebel, which denotes the earth, fignifies'a 
commixion, or aflemblage of terreftrial creatures. As the 
garth contains the lower abyfs, fo the firmament, which 
3 the 
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the antient Hebrews held to be of cryftal ; and according to 
them, fupported the upper abyfs, or waters above the hea- 
ven. They imagined this firmament to be hemifpherical, 
and fixed like a glafs bell, on the extremities of the world, 
which were its pillars. ** Who, fays St. Chry/o/fome, will 
dare to fay that the heavens move, and that they are of a 
fpherical figure ?” 

But what was there under this flat earth, which was 
{fupported by the waters, or the lower abyfs? St. Bafil, and 
St. Ambrofe forbid our endeavouring to difcover ; for they, 
together with the whole fraternity of antient fathers, re- 
jected the Antipodes as a wild chimera, an unnatural noti- 
on, and dangerous to religion. Laéfantius, St. dugu/tine, 
and pope Zachary in his epiftle to St. Boniface, archbifhop 
of Mentz, and Procopius on gene/fis afford it no fofter appel- 
lation. 

What has been the refult of this reftri€tion to the literal 
fenfe of the facred writings, with regard to matters foreign 
to their intention? All human fciences and the many ufe- 
ful arts dependent on them, lay unknown and in obfcuri- 
ty for many ages. Great numbers of geniufes, equal to the 
moft fublime attainments, were fettered either by preju- 
dice or fear of the reigning fuperftitions. Yet thefe, great 
as they are, were, perhaps, the leaf inconveniences ; the 
damage has even recoiled upon the facred books themfelves. 
The opinions which were affirmed to be taken from thence 
have been difproved by faéts and demonftrations; and this 
has been made ufe of, by the enemies of religion, asa 
handle againft the authority of the text, as pregnant 
with errors, which were foreign to its intention, being 
promulgated for attaining happinefs in the next world, and 
not for literature in this. 

Doubtle{s the objector was not aware of thefe dangerous con- 
fequences, which flow from his principles; for who will 
fay that thofe things, which even give offence to fome di- 
vines in our days, will not, in a few ages, be as fatisfaéto- 
rily demonftrated as the Antipedes, and f{pheroidical figure 
of the heavens and earth, the motion of the latter round 
the fun, &c. ? Will it not then be a difgrace to thefe di- 
vines, as St. Augu/tine fays, will it not affect the authority 
of the divine writings on which they ground themfelves, 
that they reafoned fo wretchedly on the works of nature ? 
Yes, too certainly, if the {cripture is made a book of phi- 
lofophy as well as the fountain of religious truths, But all 
this mifchief will be prevented by the diftin@tion we have 
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obferved ; fo that the intereft of religion itfelf requires that 
this diftin€tion fhould be kept up; and I might very juftly 
retort on my cenfurer, that it is this intereft, and the re- 
fpe&t due to the facred text, which has made me draw m 
The philofophers, at this rate, have room fufficient! the 
objector I fuppofe will again exclaim. Were we not natu- 
rally inclined to put a favourable conftruction on the inten- 
tion of this learned perfon, as candid, harmlefs and upright, 
this exclamation would give us reafon to apprehend, that he 
wifhes for the return of thofe times of darknefs and barba- 
rity, when natural philofophy was continually harafled by 
the inquifition. For God’s fake, why fhould not philofo- 
phers, that is, naturalifts, have, in their particular pro- 
vince, all proper fcope? Pleafe to obferve the vaft extent 
of liberty granted them by the Creator himfelf.—He has 
given up the world to the difputes of men—Now this province 
of the naturalifts comprehends the world, the univerfe, the 
whole expanfe of nature. This is an extent fixed by God 
himfelf, and who fhall dare to abridge it? It is the concern 
of all mankind, that no invafion fhould be made on the do- 
minions of a fcience, devoted to their wants and conve- 
niencies. And very far be the thought from all chriftians, 
that a religion thus true, thus holy, thus tranfcendent, has 
any thing to fear from the progrefs and improvement of the 
fciences. ‘Thefe are terrors fit only for barbarians, who 
fupport their extravagant idolatry, by fuppreffing the fci- 
ences. ‘The art of printing itfelf, which would expofe the 
falfity of their religion ; will, together with the moft accurate 
and extenfive knowledge of nature, always be the confirma- 
tion and triumph of the chriftian religion. ps 





ArT. xvit. Memoirs of the Life and Writings of Mr. 
Whifton. Part 111. Price 3s, in Sheets. 


S there is nothing in this additional part that we think 
worth extracting, we fhall only mention its con- 
tcnts; which are, the author’s three le€tures at the Royal- 
Exchange Coffee-houfe, March 6. 8, and 10, 1749-50, 
on occafion of the late remarkable meteors and earthquakes ; 
but much improved by himfelf fince that time ; with ad- 
denda. Alfo the Liturgy of the Church of England reduced 
nearer to the primitive ftandard. Firft publifhed 4, D, 
1713, and now correéted and republifhed.—— For our fen- 
timents of, with extraQs from, the two former parts of 
thefe memoirs. See Review, Vol. 1. Pages 292—338, 














